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Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India (other than 
Ministry of Defence) and by Central Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories) 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

New Delhi, the 25 th September 1970 
(61 of 1957) 

Constituted under the Delhi Development 2 * 4 Act, 1957 

S.O. 1135. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 57 of the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (61 
of 1957), the Delhi Development Authority with the 
previous approval of the Central Government, hereby 
makes the following regulations, namely: — 

1. Short title and application. — (i) These regulations 
may be called the Delhi Development Authority (Issue 
and Management of Bonds) Regulations, 1970. 

(ii) They shall apply to bond issued and sold by 
the Authority under sub-section (3) of Section 23 of 
the Delhi Development Act, 1957. 

2. Definitions. — In these regulations unless there la 
anything repugnant in the subject or context, 

(a) “The Act" means the Delhi Development Act, 
1957; 

(b) “The Bank” means the State Bank of India; 

(c) “Bond” means the bonds issued and sold by 
the Authority under sub-section (5) of sec- 
tion 23 of the Act; 

(d) “Authority” means the Delhi Development 
Authority constituted under the Delhi Deve- 
lopment Act, 1957 (01 of 1957), 


(0) “Defaced Bond” means a bond which has 
been made illegible and rendered undeci- 
pherable in material parts and the material 
parts of a bond are those where: — 

(i) the number, the issue to which it apper- 
tains and the face value of the bond oar 
payments of interest are recorded, or 

(ii) the endorsement or the name of the payee 
is written, or 

(iii) the renewal receipt is supplied. 

(£) “Form” means a form as set out in the sche- 
dule to these regulations. 

(g) “Lost Bond” means a bond which has 
actually been lost and shall not mean a bond 
which is in possession of some person adver- 
sely to the claimant; 

(h) “Mutilated Bond” means a bond which hasi 
been destroyed, torn or damaged in material 
parts thereof; 

( 1 ) “Office of Issue” means the Office of the State 
Bank of India, Parliament Street, New Delhi/ 
Office of the Delhi Development Authority or 
the books of which a bond is registered or 
may be registered, as the case may be; 

(j) “Prescribed Officer” means such officers of 
the Authority or the Bank as may be autho- 
rised by it for the purposes of Regulations 
9, 10, 11, 13, 14 and 15. 


( 1813 ) 
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3. Form of the bond and the mode of transfer thereof 
etc, — (i) A bond may ibe issued in the form of promiss - 
ory note payable to, or to the order of, a certain person; 

(ii) A bond shall be transferable by endorsement 
and delivery like a promissory note payable to order; 

(iii) No endorsement of a bond shall bs valid unless 
made by the signature of the holder or his duly cons- 
tituted attorney or representative inscribed on the 
back of the bond itself; 

(iv) No writing on a bond is valid for the purpose 
of negotiation if such writing purports to transfer 
only part of the amount denominated by the bond; 

(v) (a) The bond shall be issued over the signature 
of the Vice-Chairman of the Authority which may be 
printed, engraved or lithographed or impressed by 
such other mechanical process as the Authority may 
direct: 

(b) A signature so printed, engraved, lithographed 
Or otherwise impressed shall be as valid as if it had 
been inscribed in the proper handwriting of the sig- 
natory himself. 

3 A. Issue of Bonds etc.— (i) The Bonds will be 
issued by the Bank. 

(Ii) A list of bonds issued by the Bank shall be 
forwarded to the office of the Authority for purposes 
of registration on Its books. 

4. Trust not recognised, — The Authority or the Bank 
shall not be bound or compelled to recognise in any 
way even when having notice thereof, any trust or 
any right in respect of a bond -other than an absolute 
right thereto in the holder. 

5. Person disqualified to be holder. — -No minor 
and no person who has been found by a competent court 
to be of unsound mind shall be entitled to be a holder. 

0, Payment of interest. — (i) Interest on a bond shall 
be paid by the office of issue or any other office of 
the Bank specified in the bond prospectus sublect to 
compliance by the holder of the bond with such for- 
malities as the office of issue may require, on presen- 
tation of the bond. 

(Ii) The interest due on the bond shall, on the 
holder complying with the formalities, be paid to him 
by issuing an Interest warrant In his favour payable at 
any of the office of the Bank specified on the Interest 
Warrant. 

7. Procedure when bond Is lost, etc. — (1) Every app- 
lication for the issue of a duplicate bond in place of 
a bond which is alleged to have been lost, stolen, des- 
troyed, mutilated or defaced, either wholly or in part 
shall be addressed to the office of issue, and shall con- 
tain the following particulars, namely: — 

(a) Particulars of the Bond according to the fol- 
lowing form: — - 
Bond for Rs 

No of the per cent Bond. . . . 


(bO Last-half-year for which interest has been 
paid; 

(c) the person to whom such interest was paid; 

(d) The person in whose name bond was issued 
(If known) : 

(e) the place of payment of interest at which the 
bond was enfaced; 

(f) The circumstances attending the loss, theft, 
destruction, mutilation or defacement; and 

(g) Whether the loss or theft was reported to the 
police 

(ii) Such applications shall be accompanied by: — 

(a), where the bond was lost In course of trans- 
mission by registered post, the Post Office 
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registr at ion receipt for the letter containi--,; 
the bond; 

(b) a copy of the police report, if the loss or ihcft 
was reported to the police; 

(c) where the last payment of interest was not 
made by the office of issue, a letter signed by 
the Manager of the Bank where interest was 
last paid, certifying the last payment of inter- 
est on the bond and stating the name of the 
party to whom such payment was made; 

(d) if the applicant Is not the registered holder, 
an affidavit sworn before a magistrate testi- 
fying that the applicant was the last legal 
holder of the bond, and all documentary evi- 
dence necessary to trace back the title to 
the registered holder; and 

(e) any portion or fragments which may remain 
of the lost, stolen, destroyed, mutilated or 
defaced bond. 

(iii) A copy of the application addressed to the 
office of issue shall also lbe went to the^office of the 
Bank where interest is payable, provided that it shall 
not be necessary to send copies of enclosures accom- 
panying the application. 

8. Notification in Gazette. — The loss, theft, destruc- 
tion mutilation or defacement of a bond or portion of 
a bond shall forthwith be notified by the applicant in 
three successive issues of the Gazette of India and 
of the local office Gazette, if any, of the place where 
the loss, theft, destruction, mutilation or defacement 
occurred. Such notification shall be in the following 
form or as nearly in such form as circumstances per- 
mit:— 

“Lost”, (“stolen”, “destroyed”, “mutilated” or “de- 
faced” as the case may be). 

The Delhi Development Authortiy bond No.. , 

of the. ...... .per cent Bond for Rs ! '.origi- 
nally standing in the name of and last edor- 

sed to the proprietor, by whom, it was never 

endorsed to any other person having been lost( stolen, 
destroyed, mutilated, or defaced) notice is hereby 
given that payment of the above bond and the interest 
thereupon has been stopped at the office of issue and 
that application is about to be made or has been made 
for the issue of a duplicate in favour of the proprie- 
tor. The public are cautioned against purchasing or 
otherwise dealing with the abovementioned bond! 

Name of person notifying 
Residence. 

9. Issue of duplicate bond and taking of indemnity.— 

(1) After the publication of the last notification pres- 
cribed in regulation 8, the prescribed officer shall, if 
he Is satisfied of the loss, theft, destruction, mutilation 
or defacement of the bond and of the justice of the 
claim of the applicant, cause the particulars of the 
bond to be included in a list published under regula- 
tion 10, and shall order the office of issue: 

(a) If only a portion of the bond has been lost, 
stolen destroyed, mutilated or defaced, and if 
a portion thereof sufficient for its identifica- 
tion has been produced, to pay interest and 
to issue to the applicant, on execution of an 
indemnity bond such as is hereinafter men- 
tioned a duplicate bond in place of that of 
which a portion has been so lost, stolen destroy- 
ed, mutilated or defaced either immediately 
after the publication of the list under regu- 
lation 10 or on the expiry of such period as 
the prescribed officer may consider neces- 
sary from the date of the publication of the 
said list; 

(h) if no portion of the bond so lost, stolen des- 
troyed, mutilated or defaced, sufficient for its 
identification has been produced: 

(i) to pay to the applicant, twu years after the 
publication of the said list, and on the exe- 
cution of an indemnity bond in the manner 
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hereinafter prescribed, the interest in res- 
pect of the bond so lost, stolen, destroyed, 
mutilated or defaced till the expiry of the 
period of six years as next hereinafter 
provided; and 

(ii) to issue to the applicant a duplicate bond 
in place of the bond so lost, stolen, des- 
troyed, mutilated or defaced six years after 
the date of publication of the said list; pro^ 
vided that:— - 

(i) if the date on which the bond is due for 
repayment falls earlier than the date on 
which the said period of six years expires 
the prescribed officer shall, within six 
weeks of the former date, invest the prin- 
cipal amount due on the bond in the Post 
Office Savings Bank, and shall repay this 
amount, together with any interest which 
may have accrued thereon in such Bank, 
to the applicant at the time when a dup- 
licate bond would otherwise have been 
issued, and 

(ii) if at any time before the issue of the dup- 
licate bond the original bond is discovered 
or it appears to the office of issue for 
other reasons that the order should be res- 
cinded, the matter ^hall be referred to 
the prescribed officer for further consi- 
deration and in the meantime all action 
on the order shall be suspended. An 
order passed under this sub-regulation 
shall on expiry of the period of six years 
referred to therein, become final unless 
it is in the meantime rescinded or other- 
wise modified. 

(2) The prescribed officer may, at any time prior 
to the issue of a duplicate bond, if he finds sufficient 
reason, alter or cancel anv order made by him under 
this regulation and may also direct that the interval 
before the issue of a duplicate bond shall be extended 
by such period not exceeding six years as he may 
think fit. 

(3) Indemnity Bonds: — 

(i) (a) When executed under sub-regulation 
(1) (a) shall be for twice the amount of 

interest involved that is to pay, twice the 
amount of all back interest accrued due on 
the bond plus twice the amount of all interest 
to accrue due thereon during the period which 
will have to elapse before the issue of a 
duplicate bond can be made, and 

(b) in all other cases shall be for twice the face 
value of the bond plus twice the amount of 
interest calculated in accordance with clause 
(a). 

(ii) The prescribed officer may direct that such 
indemnity bond shall be executed by the ap- 
plicant alone or by the applicant and one or 
+wo sureties approved by him as he may think 
fit. to* stf; 

10. Publication of list.— (1) The list referred to in 
regulation 9 shall be published half -yearly in the 
Gazette of India in the months of January and July 
or as soon afterwards as may be convenient, 

(2) All bonds in respect of which an order has been 
passed under regulation 9 shall be included in the 
first list published next after the passing of such order 
and thereafter such bonds shall continue to bp includ- 
ed in every succeeding list until tne expiration of 
six years from the date of first publication. 

(31 The list shall contain the following particulars 
regarding each bond included therein, namely, the 
name of the issue, the number of the bond, its value, 
t,hp name of the person to whom it was issued, the 
date from which it bears interest, 1 ue name of the 
applicant for a duplicate the number and date of the 


order passed by the prescribed officer for payment 
of interest or issue of a duplicate and the date of 
publication of the list in which the bond was first 
included, 

11. Determination of a mutilated bond is a bond 
requiring renewal. — It shall be at the option of the 
prescribed officer to treat a bond which has been muti- 
lated or defaced as a bond requiring issue of a dup- 
licate under regulation 9 or mere renewal under re- 
gulation 14, 

12. When a bond required to be renewed. — (1) A 

holder of a bond may be required by the office of 
issue to receipt the same for renewal in any of the 
following cases, namely: 

(a) if only sufficient room remains on the back 
of the bond for one further endorsement or 
if any word is written upon the bond across 
the existing endorsement or endorsements; 

(b) if the bond is torn or any way damaged or 
crowded with writing or unfit, in the opinion 
of the office of issue’ 

(c) if any endorsement is not clear and distinct or 
does not indicate the payee or payees, as the 
case may be, by name or is made otherwise 
than in one of the endorsement cages on the 
back of the bond; 

(d) If the Interest on the bond has remained 
undrawn for ten years or more; 

(e) if the interest cages on the reverse of the 
bond have been completely filled or if the 
vacant prescribed cages on the reverse of the 
bond do not correspond with the half years 
for which interest has become due on the date 
when the bond is presented for drawal of 
interest; 

(f) if the bond having been enfaced three times 
for payment of interest is presented for rc- 
enfpeement; and 

(g) if in the opinion of the office of issue, the 
title of the person presenting the bond for 
payment of Interest is irregular or not fully 
proved 

(2) When requisition for renewal of a bond has 
been made under sub-regulation (1) payment of any 
further interest thereon shall be refused until it is re- 
ceipted for renewal and actually renewed. 

13. Person whose title to a bond of a deceased sole 
holder may he recognised. — (1) The executors or ad- 
ministrators of a deceased sole holder of a bond (whe- 
ther a Hindu, Mohammedan, Parsi or otherwise) and 
the holder of a succession cert it jot,-: issued under 
Part X of the Indian Succession Act, 1925 (XXXIX of 
1925) in respect of the bond shall be the only persons 
who may be recognised by the office of issue (subject 
to any general or special instructions of the pres- 
cribed officer) as having any title to the bond. 

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in Section 
45 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872 (IX of 1872), in 
the case of a bond issued, sold or held payable to 
two or more holders, tfie survivors or survivor and 
on the death of th« last survivor, his executors, admi- 
nistrators, or any person who Is the holder of a succes- 
sion certificate in respect of such bond shall be the 
only person who may be recognised by the office of 
issue (subject to any general or special instructions 
of the prescribed officer) as having any title to the 
bond. 

(3) The office of issue shall not be bound to re- 
cognise such executors or administrators unless they 
shall have obtained probate or letters of administra- 
tion or other legal representation as the case may be 
from a competent court or office in India, having 
effect at the place of sil nation of the office of issue 
Provided nevertheless thar in any case where the 
prescribed officer shall in his absolute discretion 
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think fit, it shall be lawful for him to dispense with 
the production of probate, letters of administration 
or other legal representation upon such terms as to 
indemnity or otherwise as he may think fit. 

14- Receipt for renewal etc. — (1) Subject to any 
general or special instructions of the prescribed 
officer, the office of issue, by its order, on the appli- 
cation of the holder, on his delivering the bond or 
bonds and on his satisfying the office of issue regard- 
ing the justice of his claim, renew, sub-divide or con- 
solidate a bond or bonds provided the bond or bonds 
has or have been receipted in Form I, II, or III as 
the case may be. 

(2) The office of issue may, under the orders of 
prescribed officer, require the applicant for renewal, 
sub-division or consolidation of a bond under the sub- 
regulation (1) to execute a bond in Form IV with one 
or mote sureties approved by him. 

15. Renewal of bond In case of dispute as to title. — ■ 
Where there is a dispute as to the title to a bond in 
respect of which an application for renewal has been 
made, the prescribed officer may: — 

(a) where any party to the dispute has obtained 
a final decision from a court of competent 
jurisdiction declaring him to be entitled to 
such bond, issue a renewed bond in favour 
of such party; or 

(b) refusn to renew the bond until such a deci- 
sion has be$n obtained. 

Explanation. — For the purposes of this sub -regulation, 
the expression 'final decision’ means a decision which 
is not appealable or a decision which is appealable but 
against which no appeal has been filed within the 
period of limitation allowed by law. 

16. Liability in respect of bond renewed etc. — When 
a duplicate bond has been issued under I'Ogulatirm 9 
or a renewed bond has been issued or a new bond 
has been issued upon sub-division or consolidation 
under regulation 14, in favour of a person, the bond 
so issued shall be deemed to constitute a new coti tract 
between the Authority and such person and all per- 
sons deriving title thereafter through him. 

17. Discharge. — The Authority shall be discharged 
from all liability in respect of the bond or bands paid 
on maturitv or in place of which a duplicate, renewed, 
sub-divided or consolidated bond or bonds has or have 
been issued: — 

(aj in the case of pavment. after the lapse of six 
years from the date on which payment was 
due; 

(b) in the case of a duplicate bond after tbe lapse 
of six years from the date of the publication 
under regulation 10 of the list in which the 
bond is first mentioned, or from the date of 
the payment of interest on the original bond, 
whichever date is later; 

(c) in the case of a renewed bond or of r new 
bond issued upon-sub-division nr consolida- 
tion after thp lapse of six years from the date 
of issue thereof. 

18. THychura-e in rewpeot of Interest, — Sav e eg other- 
wise expre^shr provided m th^ terms of the bond, no 
person shall be entitled to claim interest on anv such 
bond in respect of anv Period which has elapsed after 
the earliest date on which demand could have been 
made fqr the payment of the amount due on such 
bond. 

19. Discharge of a bond. — When a bond becomes due 
for oaympiit of orinHnal, the hood shall be presented 
at the office of the Ra^k at which the interest thereon 
is oayahlp or at the office of issue duly signed by the 
holder on its reverse. 

20. Acceptable as Security — The bonds shall he nc- 

rpotable to the Authority r<? security otherwise re- 
ouirod to he deposited in cash hy its employees, con- 
tractor* or suppliers and other persons who might 
transact with the Authority. 


The Schedule 
See Regulation 2(f) 

Form I 

[See Regulation 14(1)] 

form of endorsement for renetval of a bond. 

Received in lieu hereof a renewed bond payable to 
(name of holder), with interest payable at State Bank 
of India, Bombay/ Calcutta/New Delhi/Madras. 

Signature of the holder/duly authorised represen- 
tative of (name of holder) 

Form II 

[See Regulation 14(1)] 

Form of endorsement for sub-division of. -a bond. 

Received in lieu thereof . .bonds 


for Hs , . . .respectively payable to name 

of holder) 7 with interest payable 


at State Bank of India, Bombay /Calcutta/ New Delhi/ 
Madras. 

Signature of the holder/duly authorised represen- 
tative of (name of holder) 

Form III 

[See Regulation 14(1)] 

Form of endorsement for consolidation of bonds . 

Received in lieu hereof a new bond payable to 

(name of holder) for Rs by consolidation 

with bond or bonds Nos (mentioning 

the numbers and amounts of the other bonds desired 
to be consolidated with it and specifying the issue) 
with interest payable at State Bank of India Bambay/ 
Calcutta/New Delhi/Madras. 

Signature of the holder/duly authorised represen- 
tative of (name of holder) 

Form IV 

[See Regulation 14(2)1 

Know all men by these presents that we.. 

...... b . * (a) Principal 

Son of 

Resident of 

tmd 

Son of 

Resident of 

and 

Son of , 

Resident of ..-.(b) Surities 

hereby bind ourselves and each of us, our and each 
of our heirs, executors, administrators and represen- 
tatives and all of them jointly and severally to the 
Delhi Development Authority constituted by the Delhi 
Development Act, 1957 (here-in-after called the said 

Authority) for payment of the sum of Rs 

to the said Authority Its certain attorneys, successors 
and assigns. 

And I/each of us the said hereby cove- 

nant with the said Authority that if any suit shall be 
brought touching the subject matter of this obligation 
or the condition hereunder written, the same shall be 
filed in the courts of Delhi. 

Whereas the said (a) has applied to the 

State Bank of India/Authority, Delhi* for the rene- 
wal/consolidation/sub-dlvision of the bond (bonds) 
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issued by the said Authority mentioned in the sche- 
dule hereto. 

♦Out of the several alternatives mentioned hereafter, 
the one which applies to the case and strike out 
the others. 

And whereas the said State Bank of India/ Autho- 
rity have consented and agreed to accept th^ said 
application on the said. 

(a) Principal 

(a) 

with two good and sufficient sureties entering into 
and executing the above written bond subject to the 
condition hereunder written : 

And whereas the above bounden (and) 

*at the request of the said 


♦If there axe two sureties. 

faj) has (h&ve) agreed to become surety (sureties) 
for 

(a) Principal 

(a) and to join with the said 

(a) in executing the above written bond. 

Now the condition of the above written bond is such 
that if the above bounden 

(b) Names of the Principal and sureties of (a) 

(b) or each of them or their heirs, executors, admi- 
nistrators or representatives or any or either of them 
shall from time to time and at all times hereafter 
effectually save, defend, keep harmless and indemni- 
fied the said Authority and the said State Bank of 
India from and against the claims and demands of all 
persons claiming to be entitled to the bond (bonds) 
issued by the said Authority mentioned in the sche- 
dules hereto or to any interest thereon and of other 
persons whomsoever in respect of the said bond 
(Bond) or the renewal thereof or the payment of any 
interest thereon and from and against all demages 
losses, costs, charges and expenses which the said 
Authority or the said State Bank of India may sustain, 
incur or be liable to for or in consequence of any 
such claim or demand or by reason of the issue of 
renewed bond (bonds) as aforesaid or the payment 
of any interest due on the said bond (bonds) or 
renewed bond (bonds then the above written ond 
shall be void but otherwise the same shall remain 
in full force and effect. 

Signed and delivered by — 


in the presence of — 

and of 

Date: 

The Schedule herein referred to 


Nature and description Number Date of Amount 
of the bond issue 


[No. FE-20 (50) / 68-Vol. II.] 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi , the 1st April 1972 

S.O. 1138 . — In pursuance of section 106 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act 1951 (43 of 1951), the 
Election Commission hereby publishes the Order, dated 
the 13th March, 1972 of the High Court of Delhi In 
Election Petition No. 1 of 1971. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 
CE.P. No. 1 of 1971) 

Prof, Balraj Madhok, Ex-member of Parliament (Lok 
Sabha), 25, Ferozeshah Road, New Delhi — Petitioner . 

Versus 

1. Shri Sashi Bhusan resident of 17, North Avenue, 
M.P. Flats, New Delhi. 

2. Shri G- V. Satyanarayan, B-9, Green Park, New 
Delhi. 

3. Shri Kali Ram, resident of House No. 120, Village 
and Post Office Munirka, New Delhi-22. 

4. Shri Ram Mohan Dubey. resident of 8, Jayantl 
Lai Bishanji, Place, Lady Harding Road, New Delhi, 

5. Shri Inder Sain r/o 90, Vinhba Puri, Lajpat Nagar, 
New Delhi-24, 

6. Shri Som Dutt Joshi, resident of House No. 871, 
Krishan Gali, Khajur Marg, Karol Bagh, New Delhi. 

7. Shr iGhansham Dass Shastri, Bhirgu Bhavan, 3$68, 
Subhash Nagar, New Delhi. 

8. Shri Khushvinder Singh Beain, 53/10, Old Rajen- 
der Nagar, New Delhi. 

9. Sh, Madhu Ram Sabarao c/o Ch. Raghunath 
Singh, 65, Munirka, New Delhl-22 — Respondents. 

Election petition under section 80A to 84 of the Re- 
presentation of People Act, 1951 praying that tnis 
Hon’ble court be pleased: — 

(a) to set aside the election of R^sjiondent No. I 
and held that the same is void; 

(b) to declare that the petitioner has been duly 
elected to the Lok Sabha from South Delhi 
Parliamentary Constituency. 

(c) to pass such other orders as required under 

section 99 of the Act. 

(d) Any other relief which this Hon’ble Court may 
deem fit and proper in the circumstances of 
the case. 

(e) Award cost of the proceedings. 

This the 13th day of March, 1972. 

Present: 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice S. N. Andley. 

For the Petitioner : 

Mr. R. P, Bansal with Mr. B. R, Sabharwal, Advo- 
cates. 

For Respondents: 

Mr. C. M. Oberoi with Mr. V. P. Kanda, Advocates. 
JUDGMENT: (Oral), 

By my order dated November 15, 1971, I had found 
that the selected ballot papers do not contain any of 
the characteristics which were alleged by the petitioner 
and the inspection of the ballot papers must rest there. 
The request of the petitioner for further chemical exa- 
mination was therefore, rejected and it was directed 
that the petitioner will not be entitled to lead any 
evidence on Issues Nos. 8 to 14. 

This petition has been listed for today for recording 
evidence on behalf of the petitioner oh Issues Nos. 1 
to 7 which related to other corrupt practices. The 
petitioner has made a statement in Court today stating 
that all that he is interested in showing Is that a fraud 
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as alleged by him had been perpetrated and he does 
not want to give any evidence with regard to Issues 
Nos. 1 to 7. On a question being put by me, he has 
cateKorlcallv stated that he has not entered into any 
bargain with and no consideration has passed between 
him and respondent No. 1 leading to his statement that 
he does not want to lead any evidence in support of 
Issues Nos. 1 to 7. I am satisfied from the statement 
of the petitioner that there has been no bargain with 
and consideration passed between him and respondent 
No, I. 

In view of section, 110 of the Representation to the 
People Act, 1951, I had asked the learned counsel for 
both sides to show me cases to the effect that the pro- 
visions of the Code of Civil Procedure wj.ll apply to 
the trial of an election petition Including the provisions 
of dismissal of an election petition for default unless 
there Is a nrovlsion contrary thereto iff the said Act. I 
had asked them to do so becaus^ in the event on elec- 
tion petitioner applies for withdrawal, an elaborate 
procedure r* flailed in section 110 of the said Act has 
to be gone through. 

Counsel on both sides have cited to me the cases re- 
ported in A.I.R. 1953 Madhya Pradesh 260 in re: Sunder- 
Jal Mannalal v. Nandramdas Dwarkadas and others; 
AJJi. 1965 Patna 378 in re: Sawalia Behari L all Verma 
v.Tr/bikram Deo Naraln Smgh and others and A.I.R. 
1968 Punjab and Haryana 152 in re: Jugal Kishore v. 
Doctor Balder Prakash in which It has been held that 
an election petition can be dismissed for default of 
appearance. The situation that has arised before me 
is not that the petitioner has defaulted jn appearance 
but that having appeared, he has stated that he Is not 
interested in leading evidence on Issues Nos. 1 to 7 
because he would like to agitate* the question relating 
to Issues Nos. 8 to 14 in the Supreme court where he 
had filer.] a petition for special leave to appeal against 
my order dated November 15, 1971 which had been 
with drawn in the circumstances stated by the petitioner 
in hi statement today, 

Fqt' In cfc of evidence on Issues Nos, 1 to 7, the onus 
of which was upon the petitioner it has to be held that 
the petitioner has failed to substantiate any of thcic 
Issues which must be decided against him for this very 
reason. It is not necessary to call upon respondent No. 
1 to furnish any evidence on these Issues. 

The result, therefore, is that Issues Nos. [ t 0 7 are 
decided against the petitioner. 

As to Issue No. 15, is Its consideration ls-rendered un- 
necessary because paragraph 20 of the petition which 


gave rise to this Issue was connected with the lasuos 
relating to fraudulent ballot papers. Therefore, no 
order is' necessary on this Issue. 

Issue No. 16 also depends on whether or not a lac 
or more fraudulent votes were counted for respondent 
No. 1 in the election and this Issue is ajso, therefore, 
connected with the Issues relating to fraudulent ballot 
papers and falls with Issues Nos. 8 to 14. 

The corrupt practice which were the subject, matter 
of the Issues framed by me were as follows: — 

(1) use and counting of chemically trated ballot 
paper? numbering about a lac or more in 
favour of respondent No. 1; 

(2) bribery and payment of cash money for secur- 
ing votes (Issue No. 1); 

(3) appeal to voters on the ground of religion; 
caste; community and language (Issue No. 2); 

(4) Appeal to voters in the name of cow and calf 
as a religious symbol (Issue No. &);- 

(5) obtaining or procuring assistance of gazetted 
officers, piembers“of the Armed forces of the 
Union; members of the Police Force and Excise 
Officers (Issue No. 4); 

(6) incurring or authorising expenditure in excess 
of section 77 (Issues Nos. 5 and 0) and 

(7) attacking the personal character or conduct of 
the petitioner (Issue No. 7). 

None of these Issues has been proved. 

The result is that the election petition is dismissed 
In view of the fact that the petition has not gone into 
full trial, and no evidence has been recorded, the order 
as to costs will bp that the petitioner, will pay Rs. 500/- 
ns costs to respondent No. 1. 

Intimation of this decision t obe sent by the office 
as required under section 103 of the Act, 

March 13, 1972. 

(Sd.) S. N. Andley, 
JUDGE. 

TNo. 82 /DL/ 1/72.1 
By Order, 

V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy. 


ministry of home affairs 

New Delhi , the r 6th March t 1972 

S. 0,1137. —In cxcrc'sc of the powers conferred bv sub-rule (2) of rule 9, clause (b) of sub-rule (2) of rule 1 
*nd sub-rule (t) of rule 2.4 of the Central Civil Service (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965, and in supfrprfjYn 
of the notification of the Government of Ind'ft in the JVlin stry of Home Affairs, No. S.R.O. 628 dated 28-2-1957111 so far as.it 
reli'es to the Posts specified in the schedules g' : vrn hereunder, the Pres’t ent hereby directs 1 hat : — 

(1) In respect of the posts »'n the General Central Scrv’cc, Class II, specified in column 1 of Part I of the 
Schedule to this order, the author tv spcc'fied in column 2 shall be the appointing authority pnd the 
authority spec "tied in column 3 shall be the di6c : p]inarv authority* in regard to the penalties spec’ficd hr 
column 4 ; 

C?\ Tn respect of the posts in the General Gn*ra1 Service Class III and the General Central Service Class- 
IV, specified in column 1 lor Parts II and III of the ^aid Schedule, the authority specified in, column 
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2 shall be the appointing aulhorily and the author! y sptdfifd in columns 3 ar ! d 5 shall be disci pJin at y 
authority and appellate authority respectively in regard to penalties specified in column 4 ■ 

The Schedule 
PART I 

General Central Service, Class II 


Description of Post Appointing authority Authority compettnt to impose ptnaltics 

and penalties whjch it may impose (with 
reference lo item numbers in rule n) 


1 


2 


Aul hori t y Pen alt i c s 


3 


4 


Ministry of Harm Affairs : 

Intelligence Bureau 

Section Officers’ Grade ol Intel- President President, Director IntellD All 

ligence Bureau- gcncc Bureau. (i) to (iv) 


PART II 

General Central Services, Class III 


Description of Post Appointing authority Authority competent to impose penults Appellate author!/ 

and penalties which it may impose (with 
reference to item numbers m rule 11 ) 


Authority Pcrultios 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


Ministry of Home Affairs : 


Intelligence Bureau 


All Posts at Headquarters and all 
offices under Intelligence 
Bureau other than those spe- 
wed below. 


Assistant Direct or/ Joint Assistant Direct or/Ccn T ral All 

Assist uni D rector/ Intelligence Officer/ 

Central Intelligence Joint Assistant Director 
Officer (Establishment). (Establishment). 


Office of Assistant Director/ Assistant Direct or/joint Assistant Direct or/Joinl All 

Joint Assistant Director Assistant Director, Assistant Director, 

3 hi vpur 1 . S hi vpuri . Shi vpuri . 


All posts. 

Central Intelligence Officers* 
Organisation other than those 
placed under the Sills. 

All posts. 

Subsidiary Intelligence Bureau 
Headquarters. 


All posts. 


Central Intelligence Officer. Central Intelligence O flier All 


Assist ant D i re ct Or/, J oint 

Assistant Director/ 

Cent 1 al Ini cfligcncc 

Officer (Establishment). 


Assi st ant Dirt ct < 1 / 1 » int 
Assistant 13 rector' 

Central Int ntigcncc 
Officer (Establishment), 


Office of Assistant Director/ Assistant 
Central Intelligence Officer/ Central 

joint Assistant Director, Office r/Joint 

Director. 


All 


Director/ Assistant Director / 

Intelligence Central Intelligence 

Assistant Offictr/Jomt Assistant 
Director. 


All 


All posts. 

Headquarters and the Office of Assistant Director/Joint 
the Deputy Di rector/ J°int Assistant Director/ 

Deputy Director Kohima Central Intelligence 

under DD, STB Shillong. Officer l^'nblishment). 

All pOstg 4 


Assistant Dii c d or/ Joint 

Assistant Director/ 

Central Ii J c 111 gcncc 
Officer (Establ l.hi-nt), 


All 


Deputv Direct or/ Joint 

Deputy Director (Estab- 
lishment). 


Deputy Diredn/Jomt 

Deputy Director, (Es- 
tablishment). 


Deputy Director/Joint 
Deputy Director, (Es- 
tablishment). 


Deputy Direct or/Joint 

Deputy Director Subsi- 
diary Intclligtnce Bureau. 


Deputy Direct or/ Joint 

Deputy Director, Subsi- 
diary Intelligence Bureau. 


Joint Deputy D rector/ 
Deputy Director, Kohima. 
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(.Part ll r - 


i 


2 


3 


4 


5 


Office of Assistant Director/ Assistant Director/ Joint Assistant Dircctor/Joml All 
Joint Assistant Director/ Assistant Director/ Assistant Director 

Central Intelligence Officer Central Intelligence Officer. Central Intelligence Officer, 
under D,D./ Joint Deputy 
Director* Kohima* 


All posts. 


Office of Assistant Director/CIO/ 
JAD under JDD Trivandrum. 


Assistant 

Assistant 

Central 

Officer. 


Director/Joint 

Director/ 

Intelligence 


Assistant 

Assistant 

Central 

Officer. 


Director/Joint 

Director/ 

Intelligence 


All posts. 

Central Forensic 
Laboratory. 

All posts. 


Science 


Director, Central Forensic Director, Central Forensic 
Science Laboratory. Science Laboratory. 


Central Detective Training 
School* 

All posts. 

Central Finger Print Bureau. 


All posts. 

Government Examiner of 
Questioned Documents, Simla. 


Government Examiner of 
Questioned Documents, 
Simla. 


Government Examiner of 
Questioned Documents, 
Simla. 


All 


Ah 


Principal, Central Detective Pr ncipal, G ntial Detective All 
Training School* Training School* 


Director, Central Finger Director, Central Finger All 
Print Bureau. Print Bureau, 


All 


All posts. 
Government 

Questibned 

Calcutta. 

All Posts 

Government 

Questioned 

Hyderabad. 


Examiner of 
Documents, 


Examiner of 
Documents, 


Government Examiner of Government Examiner of 
Questioned Documents* Questioned Documents, 

Calcutta* Calcutta. 


Government Examiner of 
Questioned Documents, 
Hyderabad. 


Government Examiner of 
Questioned Documents, 
Hyderabad, 


All 


All 


AU Posts 


Deputy Director, Join! 
Deputy Director, Kohima. 


Joint Deputy D rector 
Trivandrum, n hia 
absence Deputy Director, 
Subsidiary Intelligence 
Bureau* Madras. 


Commandant Central Fo- 
rensic Institutes. 


Comm and ant f Cent r al Fo- 
rensic Institutes. 


Commandant, Central Fo~ 
renaic Institutes. 


Deputy Direct or /Joint 
Deputy Director (Es- 
tablishment). 


Commandant* Central Fo- 
rensic Insitutes, Cal- 
cutta, 


Do. 


The Schedule 
PART III 

General Central Service^ Class IV 


Description of post Appointing Authority Authority competent to impose penalties Appellate authority 

and penalties which it may impose (with 
reference to item numbers i n rule n) 


Authority Penalties 


i 


2 


3 


4 


5 


Ministry of Home Affairs : 

Intelligence Bureau : 

All posts at Headquarters and 
all offices und^r Intelligence 
Bureau otherthan those speci- 
fied below. 


Assistant Director/Joint 
Assistant Director/Ad- 
ministrative Officer (Es- 
tablishment). 


Assistant Director/Jt, Asstt* 
Director/Administrativc 
Officer* Establishment). 


All Deputy Director/Jo 
puty Director (E 
ment). 
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1 


4 


I 


Office of the Assistant Director/ 
J^int Assistant Director, 
Shivpuri. 

All post*. 

Subtiji ^ry J nielli Ze- 
nd bu^att. 

(I) Heaiquarters . 

All post* 


ID Central Intelligence Officer/ 

J lint A distant Director/Aa- 
tistant Director, 

All posts. 

Central [ ntcUl gen ce Officers Or- 
ganisation* other than those 
placed under SIBx. 

All posts. 

Office of tV DD T ^Int D'onty 
D’rec^r K’ vmi m to r D 5 - 
p itv Director, S ibd lii r Y tn- 
telbg'nce B-ireau, Shillong. 
AH poits. 

of Assistant Director/ 
j )int Aui* r vu Director/ 
Central [nteUi«"nce Officer 
under Deputy Director, Joint 
D"t>uty Director, Kohima. 

f AH posts 

Central Forensic 

5 <{<rtc# Laboratory: 

All posts. • * • * 


Ctnrrrt DetiCjiv* 
Tminitg School:] 
All pJit* 


C*n*r*1 Finger Print 
Bureau: 

AllpJit*. 1 


Government Examiner 

^(Questioned Document** 
stmlai 
All post* 


Cover* mrt exentiret of 
questioned dccutnentti Calcutta 

All posts 


Ooverriner t Examir er of Que s - 

i uonea Documents, Hjucra- 

bad, 

2 

au f\: * 


Assistant Doctor 'Joint 
Assistant Director, Shivpuri 


Assistant Director 'Joint 
Assistant Director Cent- 
ral Intelligence Officer/ 
Administrative Officer. 
(Establishment). 

Asiistinr Director 'Central 
Intelligence Offic^r/Joint 
Assistant Director. 


Central Intelligence Officer 


Awl ;t«nt t>irector , Joint All 
Assistant Director, Shir- 
puiL 


Assistant Director 7<^ot All 
As*i*tant Director Cent* 
ral Intelligence Officer/ 

A mlnistrative Officer 
(Establishment). 

Assistant Director 'Central All 
Intelligence Officer/ Job r 
Asstt, Director. 


Central Intelligence Officer. All 


Assistant Director 'Joint As- Assistant Director 'Joint As- All 

sis h iit D'rer^ CMtrat slstsnt Director C^tral 

Intelligence Officer (Bs- InteUig; n ce Officer, (Es- 
tablishment). tablisnment). 


Assistant Director 'Joint As- Asslstan t Director /Joint At-^ All 
*lstant Director Central sittant Director Central 

Intelligence Officer, Intelligence Officer. 


Director, Central Forensic Director, Central Forensic All 
Science Laboratory, j Science Laboratory. 


[Principal Central Dettetivej Principal, Central Detective JAM 
Training School* ^ Training, School. . * 


Director, Central Finger y f Director, Central Flcger^yAU 
Print Bureau, |jg Print Bureau. 


Gover r mert Fxam^rcr of Grrerrmert Fmnir er cf All 
l Q estiotied DccumtuU, Qne*tk>ne4 Do cv mentis & 
Simla. ^ Simla, 


Government Examiner of 
Qicstioned Documents, 
Calcutta, i 


Government Examiner of All J 
Q lestiontd Do cum enta, 
Calcutta. 


Goverrmeri^ Framer er of Ccverru ,r Tt Err irfr<r' cf AU 
Q^iCMiored Doc\.ment«, Qv** t^rr^d Dtvt merit, 
Hyderahad. Hyderabad. 


Deputy Director Joint De- 
puty Director, (Establish* 
mem). 


Deputy Director/ Joint De- 
puty Director. Subsidiary 
Intelligence Bureau, 


Deputy Director/Mnt 

puty Director Subiidlarx" 
^Intelligence Bureau. 


Deputy Dlrector/Jolrt De 
puty Director (Establish 
mem. ) 


Deputy Director 'Joint De- 
puty Director, Kohima. 


Deputy Director Joint De* 
puty Director, Kohima. 


Commandant, Central Focr- 
ntie Institute, 


Commandant Central For* 
•nsic Institute, 


Commandant, 

1 or***ic Institute*, 


Deputy Director 'Joint De- 
^ puty Director (Establish* 


Commandant, Central Forr* 
[^mde Institutes, Calcutta. 


Oirirardixf. Crrtral Trrc- 
sut It ttitvtet, CaUviia. 
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mftyftf % ftfty ft *fj hft siftiYoft |ftm ; 
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fftfftfrn sufftTFft hpft 4 ft fafafctf z stFW] % ft-fty ft TFT 7i: srjinFT FrfyTpft yftp sr=fta-mfkmft trfft : 


snrjFft 
ypr 1 

Framo ftr^ft ftm, yft-2 



Ft^Fw 

TiFyoTfr -::Ff7Tr yFsnftFqRT orft % Ft" oitt TrFjfnft ftlr ft oft'HTt 

Fjf? (Ffft 1 1 7 ft ft ftwrftf % stFtFtot ft) ofy FTF tt 

foot 

— -- - --- -£ 



srrFu rrft- F'FHFTt 

1 
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*ji? ftaTF7 : 
sfliUT ^ft 
^Foai 5 TH qft iH'HI'l 

nfftfTfr 


TI^tFt, F^ftTIT, ]jF 07T 5Fjft FFft ( 1 ) ft ( 1 ) 



VTFf 2 



orumr ftfsftr ft-Tr, 7 ft- 3 

8? 47 Tft-t 

F-ftFto yiFtnrft uTifFrrt yFy-ftFirr Tnft % F 77 oft mftft TrFuTnft 


mf«Trft tftx ft sifftr r fsrft' ttt (Fhtt 
1 1 7ft 07 'F.7TV] % afftFrftTl ft) 


ofaHfftrf %x flftrtr. 

srrFjTtftft ^TFfdTf 

1 2 3 4 5 

■ — -* l ‘ — ■ 

If?. 47 1 ".IT 

jffftroi -^ft : ottftt Fftht 'mny ottftt fftbr Voofto oftft ft Fiftyr mpy yt- 

oworoft trftT jjFttt f^ftt F^ftTr/ftofttr ip=T7im yFyor'ft/ fftftFT (wrrr) I 

IJJTft % mfFT oftr n r -77T7i yfuTUft 0777 FqFRT foftw 

TTirf7ftf ft, fttft Frftr- (pstn. ) 1 (fipft) i 

fct-i q?ft ft fart, oftt 


87 I 



F$I'T + fk?TP 'FTTF 

^TqT^T 

V. / « 

FTnPB/pT>FF, FfTT 

FFt 

FT fr'tT'P'kr.T FT- 

TfTO r-,^TT 77j 

F^RTP fF^Ri. 

F^RT? fakTTv 


f-T>41TT (FTTTT) 

TTTfaT F'«ft 

TT 1 

ftpTgit i 

fiflTJ'ft 



il'-cHRlf FRrFFV 

* 

klk ’JTTliaf FfinFft 

TFFFTf! FfSTTTTt 

ftV 

FT fkTP 'flTTF FT- 

ft 717, Fo ti[o Fo 
% FVtF T*ff Fti TSt ft 




fkTP (WfTT) 

fFF tnft TT 1 





F^nn ^Ptftt »*[»>, 

F^m fTkr/F’JTT 

FJTTTT faknp/tf^JTF 

Tnft 

FT fkFTT/TffPr FT* 

JJWTFT, FFt TT 1 

FJTTT f k-TT/t^k 

F^ITT' fkFT/T^T 


fT^TTTT ! ^TTJp ^fTIFf 


»j r -FF7i FfarrRt 

7 r - Tint FfSTRt, 




(ftfr ) i 

(ftttf) 


F?TW fk7np/%7k 

F^IUT fa*FT/%?5k 

FqTtt fTk^/^-fk 

F*ft 

FTfr^FTi/FTTiT FT- 

^rnmrf FfsTFRt/ ! 

*jFnrmf Ffimfr i 

^tfPTPrf FfaTT ->/ 


fT>JTP, F|RF 

FTTT FJTTT fkFTTj 

77 TTfl^F FFt TT 1 

FTTT FJT7T f^FTT 1 

FTTT F^IFTJ f-TTSTF 1 


"& 1 

JJSTTFF Fk FT fkWT, 

F^TTT? frkrT/Tt^Tci 

FjJTTTT fkiTTilFTTF 

FFt 

FTTT FT f T>FT/ 

Fo^oJFo, fsiFTF 

F^m^ fkffrr 

FqFTT fkJHp/ 


FT fTkrr, sptf^T | 

Utk FT fTkrr/fl^TF 

TJTFFTrf FftRTTV | 

%F.k JTTRTcir FfuTTTt 


FT fkrw, 
v)^ft «rr ct rfml 

(tfttf) 

(WT77) 




wift TT I 


FT fakTT/TF{7F FT F1JT7T FJ'rT’P r^TPP/fPfTrT Flft 

fa^ro, % Fjjra p fatnpp i fi^tt? fa^rn/fcak 

mfrr f?fi* Km < p/ ^tr TTTTTFi ^^Ycr «FF7ra? 

F^w f^tto fakw/ irfanO i Ffarr^ i 

^Fk Y^rarat FftjTRt 
tt t;rn1rnr, F*ft tt i 

Fo Fofao fk^TT F^FTF fTkp/kTT F3T7T f T>FT/FTTT fbV 

% WtftH fakl7>/ F^FTT f^STT/^'-sk F?PTT. fakrr/kk 

iolJoHo/HoFofao ^F7T3f UftTPR* I F^T.k Fftn.Ti) I 

*: T.rafari FTt tt i 


FT f^WT, FTT7 FT<* 
fai TTT, kf^TT 


FfFT FT fVkT, fk- 
fJT, F7^ 7 g>3 TT 
FT fk'JTTT, F^rTP 
^ffiTT ^Tt, F3H | 



lt*4 TH 3 E CtAixrtt Or TKtAA: MAT 26. Wft/VAttAKHA 30 . 1©4 [Taut 



Wfr nmHrWt 
srata 4i«i i 
r»ft 77 i 
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7TT7T 1 

Pr^rrr, %7fk «mr- 
iWtft f^JTPT 77t7- 

7IT3T 1 

mft 
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tffTTT 1 
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inft 
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771 ft wr i 

frffrr affirm g$rt, 
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m • 

ft*77T tafcr tftfk- 

«7 i 

T»ft 
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7I7T7 1 

7W*TCT WmWf 7T 

nmff, 'rtfwr, 
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«r*ft 
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qfrtrv, 

fiH^TTi i infr 77 i 

TOTO 7771*71 77 
«wrfl hCIw^, 
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wwt* Bwi^aff 77 
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*77tTU 1 
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i 

BW77 4WI*7T 7TT 
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77tft3*7T7, 7^171711 


m 1 

iiiiw fcnfor *wr, 4 


W TT 
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q^nr* fq q*jw 
qjpqq tt 

qnifaq, fqqjft qtft 
qq i 

far^T* *PJW 
q^rq* Pt^tri, 
fqqjft i 
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q*ft 
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q^ft 
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qtffa t*i qt» «rafir in 
f*rw, mfr qq t 

tort* ^TTI^ wfinnxl l 

1 iJ^TRTf TTT <V I 

q*ft 

•jt Pr^qT/qgqq qq- 
Pt^rt, (wm) 

qq Pt^irt, mfrqqr 
^Piwt «^, f»Rtn * 
mfrq qq WtmJ 
n Wiri qrr 
qrafan, qfrfip n/tfft 
qq i 

_ \ t • 

frynrr nrffrv/^rjw 
Prtnu/Wtir 
*rqr*rcrf ufimft 

u 

(«m) 

pT^lTV/tPJW 

•j'qqrql qftmft, 
(wrqq) 

qtfr 

qq Pr^qq/tf^qq qq- 
tqtVRf, qtrjqT l 

qq ?pj' d qq 

fq^rqr, qitfjqi % 
mftq «$iq«r> Pt^srt 
***R q q?rqqr fqfriRt 
q»s*W *l<qqrqf qfa- 
qrfl f.r qrofaq/ 

*nft qq i * 

qfiqq fq^?Rr ‘qijqq 
qjnRt fq*JR?%»rfW 
^qrqnrf nfimft i 

qfiqqr PrtTRT 'q^qq 
q^rqq Pt^tri 
yqqrai qfsTi^ i 

qrfV 

qq fq^vRr/tfijw qq- 
Oriiw, qtfjqi i 

qofti rrrr-qNfl firmr 
qq.wiqr : 





TOft qq 

Prtflq, * p 7q’- 

qqtft Pnrrq sptftqwmT 

fqtqqt, WW m- 
flfvJI fqqpr snftqqmr 

wfit 

qqii*?, VfTt ^Tfe 

tor 
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Rift qq 


BWMRI4, 5TT^V 

Rift qnrfJiT, tofttr 


uferoro 1 

qfirerq i 

«qtft tfWPI 1 

$Wftd W'»jfN-«[Tq : 




mft q» 


^ftq iftjftr- 

mft qrqtt^r, foftq ?qrq- 


®rq »jTt » 

0iq i 

fliflft 8WR 1 

Will TOUlff m 








fepriiT : 




Rift «nr 

STWId SHIT^f TT 

jrmd vt 

mft gq* 


nrqrft qft«*, 

RTqrTft TftWF, 

(*qiqq) i 


farwr i 

ftrqRT i 


qtr 




TOtift q\tanr, 








Rift q« 

nwmr qq 

JJWRT qfT 

Rift qrqlirs, nnu- 


RTqrrft Tftwv, 

8wft qftwv, 

Rtftft ROTPT, VRimT 


**1*f>TU 1 J 

qraiqwr i 


srpTfr an 




irwtf qtVflfw, 




I 




Rift 


R*nqir v* 

Rift [qrqttij, toftq rm 



vrwft qftwqr, 

Witft RPTR q?Rm J 


|<raiin i 

l^uarq i 




[Ro 

14/qRe *fto (tiTo)/C8( l)-*lfa«-l 




®ft<* HR iklST, TT Bfqq, 1 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 


Rubber Control 


New Delhi, the lltX February 1072 

8,0. 1138. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (c) of sub-section (3) of section 4 of the 
Rubber Act, 1947 (24 of 1947), read with sub-rule (3) 
of rule 3, and sub-rule (2) of rule 4, of the Rubber 
Rulea, 10A3, the Central Government hereby notifies 
that Sfiri G. Moni, I.F.S.. Managing Director, Plantar 
lion Corporation of Kerala Limited. KoUayam, Kerala, 
has been nominated by the Government of Karala to 
represent that State as a member of the Rubber Board, 
vice Shri I. K. Karunakaran Nalr, with eflect from 
the 13th September, 1371, and Makes tko following 


amendment In the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No. S.O. 1748, 
dated the 22nd Apiil, 1971, namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading "Nominat- 
ed by the Government of Ke.ala to represent that 
Government’ 1 , against serial inj. 2, for tne existing 
entry, the following entry shall be auostituted, name- 
ly.— 

"(2) Shrl O. Moni, I.F.S., Managing Director, Plan- 
tation Cornoralion of Kerala KoO*- 

yam. Kerala. 1 * 

E. a3012/3/71-PLANT(B).] 

ML N. MALHAN, 

Ay* Director, 



Sue. 3(11)1 
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fain tf 

TWJ ftfzrRtf 

?rf 11 1972 

ftTo BT° 1138- — <.*? 1955 % 

Ptw 3 % RT-fatftf ( 3 ) RtfT fatftf 4 % Rtf-fatftf ( 2 ) 
%tfrtf Tfo^^tffafatftf. 1947 ( 1947 ^ 24 ) vVtfirr 
4 STURT ( 3 ) (n) 5RT ST^TT TT 

STftT TRT ft, Wrtf TO7 q TJTRT wfaij'tfftr VXrff $ 

f?p ssft wf° %o T^tfRRtf ttr % Ttfnr tt «fr sfto tf’tft, 
Wit trur, tfftfi ftf&iTr, ^Rtf strir ftfEtf Wo, 
ffriRTtf, %Rtf, 13 ftftfRR, 1971 % 

^rr‘ % rrit % ift ?r Rtf tpt ttt srr^WfHP tr* 

ftrV TOT 5 RT tfTiirtf ftwr tfir 9 

tftr nnz tot % fafor burr ^tirt 

tfo ^TIO wo 1743 fo™ 22 Tfttf, 1971 3 ftfTtft*?T 

tf tfisn *R#f §, w^rn; :— 

'Plfj^RTT ?f "Rtf tftfR VT tfftfftfftf?^ TRtf 

% ftf^' TTtf tfTTR gRT tfn^tfltf" tf.’tfT % TRPTtf 

^tftr 2 % tfitf^f ftf t; f^tf srltffe tfftfRTrf'Ttf 'tfnt’, 
Will ■ — 

" ( 2) «fl rt° tfRrfcr f*r*?r Wrr, 
fafcnr, trt tfnfTtf ftfJitf Wo, vhzutf, 
%Ttf i” 

[rfo 'BIO 2501 2/ a/^l-Prte (tfl)] 
t{T 0 pTj 

RTfitfT I 

ORDER 

Nflir Delhi, the 17th February 1971 

S.O. 11 39. — In exercise of the powers conferred bv 
sect on 3 of the Essential Commodities Act. 1955 (10 
of 1965), the Central Government hereby make* the 
following Order further to amend the Toxti.es (Pro- 
duction by Power-loom) Control Order, 1956, name- 
ly:- 

1. (1) This Order may be called the Textile* (Pro- 
duction by Power-loom) Control (1st Amendment) 
Order, 1972. 

(2) It shall come into force atonce. 

f 

X Jn the textiles (Produ^ion by Power-loom) Con- 
trol Order. 1956 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Ord°r). clause 6 shall be renumbered as sub-clause (1) 
of that clause, and after sub-clause (1) as so renum- 
bered. the following sub-clause shall be inserted, 
namely: — 

"(2) While prantmg the permission under sub- 
clause (1), the Textile Commissioner shall 
specify — 

(a) the type of yam to be used on tuch 
power-loom, and 

(b) the Reed Soac^ cf the loom to be acquir- 
ed or installed," 
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3. In clause 6A of the said Order — 

(i) for the opening paragraph, the following para- 
graph shall be substituted, namely: — 

“No person, whether by himself or jointly with 
others, except with the previous permis- 
sion of the Textile Commissioner, shall 
weave cloth out of any yam — 

(a) in the case of a power-loom existing 
at the commencement of the Textiles 
(Production by Power-loom) Control 

( Amendment) Order, 1971, 

other than the yam on which the 
power-loom was working immediate- 
ly before such commencement; and 

(b) in any other case, other than the 
yam specified under sub-clause (2) of 
clause 6 by the Textile Commissioner." 

(ii) for Explanation II. the following Explanation 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“£xplannt : on n . — A certificate issued by the 
Textile Commissioner or the State Gov- 
ernment or pnv officer authrised in writ- 
ing by the Textile Commissioner or the 
State Government in For™ C as regards 
the tyDe of yarn used on the power-looms 
shall be considered sufficient proof for the 
purposes of this clause", 

4, Clause 6B of the said Order shall be omitted. 

6, In clause 7 of the said order, for the word and 
figure “clause 6", the word, figures and letter "clauses 
6, 0A" shall be substituted. 

0. In Form C appended to the said Order — 

(1) for the words, figures and letters “during the 
period of one year ending on the 31st July, 
1956", the following shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

"durine the period of one year ending on the 
31st Julv, 1956 the per'od immediately 
before the commencement of the Textiles 
(Production by Power-loom) Control 

( Amendment) Order, 1971". 

(ii) for the wo-ds “Signature of the Officer of 
thp StE»t,e Governm'n + ", the words “Signature 
of the Officer*' shall be substituted, 

[No. F.2(l)Tex(F)/M.] 
M. L. GUPTA, Py. Secy. 

OTi*T 

tff 17 1 972 

1 r T° ii '"'. — sjr tfftffJnrtf, 1955 
( 1 95 5 VT I 0 ) 4 ^ tJRT 1 gRT B-Tn SlfTRlff fTT tfrttf VXh 
yn fR*p\ *rst (tifmTTKT ?m ftftf*7«r 

1 95 6 3 «tVt % fan;, faRfafarcr 

WtfT *R?f> : — 

1. ( l) ftf «*T tfTtf TOT (tffipTJfRm URI 

TtfFtfTtf) ftfutfm (s«fi; ^sftnpr) uri4f, 
f 1972 ?>n 1 11 

( 2 ) >15 snjTT gTnT » 

2 «rtfr (jifV'r-TTtfr ym inttf, 

196$ if (fafc RltT «l«n 1),^] 


ffft 6AZETTE 6P timt A: MA* 20, i0tt/VAj&A)£tfA St), \kH 


l^ftOT tt— 


I$2$ 


n*t « <*.>. qq wx * ttotji { i ) % rr if, gq: riwtfm 
frtn airn»TT «ftr *q stm <jq:*f»qtftrq Trim ( 1 ) fr 
qurq famfafwT qq-wu» qqr.fqrfar k foqr t >nnrr, 
««rfl • — 

"( 2 ) 3 warn ( 1 ) fc wife ipprr u^m % 
sYuq q*q trra^r — 

(?) qfr ?rftq-?r$ qr ?r q?i7, 

«fk 

(«i) qfsrcr ht flWTPnr for qr% ttt sraft 
tt ft* ?3q, fqfqfqcr ?*qr i" 

3 €W *r 6(?) ^ — 

(j) srraq % far * wr qr, feqfafaq for 
aftTT^rfqRT faqT qnrnT, qqfq : — 

'fof tqfar, TT^ *fo 9T7T m JHTf % OT*t 
q*j?r ?q %, *** *tr^t qft ^ q^r % 
faqiq — 

(?) **3f (qfor-qRqr bttt wim) forqq 
( . . . .q'Trtfeq) WTfor, 1971 % 5TTTWT 
qr fsraqrq qfo-qraiT tff brt if, 
qraq £ta? g* mfaHrcqr fqq qr 
qrra fnRn qr qq $n ftrsr ; qfo 
(is) fofr q?q q?ir if, qw wruqq brt 
6 ( 2 ) wfe fofqfor $q 

ft f*m foft q ?q?r q$f qftnT 1 " 

(ii) mfej^r II %*qpr qr, ffttqfqfaq FT«2t* 
«rjt srfercqrfrtf forr arn^TT, qqfc[ : — 

"wtfqrajr II— tffar-q^ii qr smtt $q fcsmrf 
^ qr*q, srq q ft, qwr qnjw *rr tpr *u+t< qr q*q 
qrqw qr TJTq tK+l't BTO fftfaq ft qrfftfcT frftt qforrfr 

tfTTi qfot forr qqr ?tf srqrqqq sq w®* % qqfqrqf ft 

f«H qqfar qf* rmnr qn^m’' 1 

4 . qqq qrftq qq an* e« *r?r forT qnqrr 1 

s. gw trfor ft gw 7 if, “<sn e" ?w ftfo ft? 
% r«rrq qT, “<rn 0 , ct" sr*q, wV^ «®k sfeiwifig 
f?q qn.(<? 1 

6. gqq qf^wi % a’^rq q ^ — 

(i) “31 ■ wf, 1956 ?t qqra qT^ tr? q^ 

tft trrftr % ^rq’ ?ist, went 

% fq.q qr, rqHfRfwrj stttfwifiq fqiqr 
oin^RT, q«rt^ :• — 

**31 Yff<, 1956 ?HTM WTSft tr? q4 
ffffrf/qHf w CRf ??TTqq) 


rqqrrq (... #?rtqq) <TTtq 1971 
* S1TP9 ^ jfhr yj qft qqfs % rftXH” l 

(ii) “TT*q trrFR ^ qftrrrO ♦ ^irrc" qwiT 
^ wnr qr, “qfaTrrt % q*q 

qfowrfar Pfcj arn^T 1 

[#» qq®2(i)/TO(n )/«5] 

^9 tfr® qqn, qr qfw 1 


(Offlc# of the Aiitt. Iron & Steel Controller) 
ORDER 

Faridabad* the 15 th September 1971 

S.O. 1140. — M/§. Himachal Sawi Private Ltd,, Shed 
No. 5. Industrial Estate Solan, Dlsit. Mahasa (HP) were 
granted Import Licence No. P/S/85401 10/C/XX/34 fD/ 
29/30 dated 29th March, 1970 for R*. 9,490 unde r G.G A. 
for AM/70 period with port of Registration os Bombay, 
They have applied for duplicate copy cf Customs Pur- 
pose Cnpv of this licence on the ground that original 
Custom Purpose Copy of this licenco has been 1 ist/ 
misplaced. It is further stated that the original licence 
was not registered any customs authority and was 
not utilised at all. 

In support of this contention the applicant hag filed 
an affidavit, I am satisfied that the original Customs 
Purpose Copy of licence No. P/S/8M0110 dated 29th 
March. 1970 has been lost /mis placed and direct that 
duplicate licence (Customs Purpose Copy) should be 
issued to the applicant In cancellation of original Cus- 
toms Purpose Copy of licence In question. 

[No, P/1M/AM-70/NU/AW1P/ISCD.) 

(qjrqqt Onfqqr, mW B qrtV.qf«tr) 

«rtw 

Ttqiqrr, is fen 1 97 1 

"T® H40- — f^qTVqqfqqT* Pr®, i¥>f® 5, 

tfm, firrt qfnn (?« q#) qf) v^t- 

’ 7 0 wqfk ^ WTqpq dq % qtqf < m tc 

<t^tqrrq^ qrq qnmr rtt^t ?f® «ft/(pT / 854ono^/ 
"qqq t3[TT'34 ift'29'30 feTf^ 29-3-70 RTR ftrqT qqf 
T qr i trr qriifq qfr rfeT *pqr qfa qfV q^fqfq ^ 

Ttt qroir qr mtqq fqrqr | fr qq qft qq qft*u 
[ »j; , Tr qRr vr qf 'qwiqw ?t qt 1 1 q? *ft fw qqr 
!r f* qq qir^q fqrft rfer qrfaqrrTt % Htm 
q^f qqnr <rr qq-rq qrqtq qq* ^ s?qj8490 u 
% fr* fq?jq q^ ftnn «rr i ( 

fq q* % qq^q Jf qr^rrr ^ qr qqq qq qrfWfaqi 
t i Jt qs^w £ fq qitfor ^^'85401 10, fertq 
2&-3—70 gq rfhrr srf^r «t qt/q^T^q ^ qf $ 



«rk fakr ftm g fe fwrrcfcr ftw tffe spv 

Kf?V ^ ^T#r FTW <Ft trjf^rf'T (F.FT ^ 5Tf ) 

trrre=F snfl ^ ^rrq | 

[#o <fto/q^-i;iTtTir-7o/tT5T F/q q*rtfttf] 


CANCELLATION ORDER 

Faridabad, the 19th November 1371 

£.0. Pil.— M/s. Kaka Cycle Indus'ries, E50. Mirao 
Fura Gill Road. Miller Oanj Ludhiana were granted 
one Import Licence No. P/S/8550267/G/XX/38/D/31-32 
dated 2nd April, 1971 fo: Rs. 7,343 issued under G.C.A. 
for the Item Prime M S, Gold Robed B.P. Sheet below 
5 MM thick Prime Mild s'eel Forging Quadty Billets 
125 mm X 125 MM and below for the period April—' 
March 1971 with the Port of Registration Bombay. 
They have anplied for Duplicate Custom Clearance Pur- 
pose Conv of this Licrnce on the ground that the 
Odginal Custom Clearance Purpose copv of this licence 
have b^en Inst. It Is stated that the Original l icence 
In Custom Clearance p urnose cony were not registered 
with any Custom Authority and were not utilised at 
all. 

In sunnort of this the applicant has filed an affidavit. 
I am satisfied that the original Custom Clearance Pur- 
pos n conv of Imoort Licence No. P /S/8550267 /C /XX/ 
38 /D/31-32 dated 2nd April. 1971 have been lost and 
direct that the duplicate licence (Custom Clearance 
Purpose copyl should be Issued to the applicant In 
cancellation of the original Custom Clearance Purpose 
e^py of licence in question. 

[No. P/R-10/AM.71/Adhoc/AU,PB/ISCD.l 
M. C, GOMBAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Export*. 

F* 19 nF*FT 1971 

S T ’° it'* U41.~ffft».ft W Fl*fef ri f T f l -t f, 
850, i jttf qn for, fa^ir jr, fjfsnmr *?r F&r-Frt, 
1971 *nrftf % fer 5 TTTTo ITTTo Fklf § WXf 
WT^ft STTF qFo R?TFT TtET 125 q*T» 

1 ^ 0 x 125 qF» tnro «k srtfr *ff ffA fttf 
FTfFf <tft Vf FFTfikt fekF~ % HTTT?T ^ feT FFrf 
FrffeT FTPT % FR 7,343 T° Fit tup OTFTR' H 'l ^F tfo 
l fr/lTR , 8 5 5 0267 , lft'rnRT 1^/38/ ft/31-32 ferfe 

2-4-71 FFfer fen »m ft i ^ 

Rtn npp Pr^n+rt ffjJ FRFft srfk ft: faq tf 
trott ft fen ft fe ftt fIftt fFFFtft *Fnt 
n^tft srfa ijt n-f ft 1 nrft f? fftft fft ft f% ftt^f 
•jtt Tfer femft fr# FRRft sfe feft tft ?ftn sff? 
mfsRrft % ftf 'nffer jrftiJ Ff «fr *fk uttft rffIf 
fa 0*5 <4 f%m fft ft i 

W ?R> % nnfn ?t ft: vmr nr nfer fftm 

ft 1 *f Wtr f fa rrr^n^o <ft 'qF '8550267 Wt/ 

qFRqro/38/tf/3i~32ferfa2-4-7i Tnj^tftrnvpv 


femft *rrtf FRnft irffr tfr nf ft nk fkn j$ f^qn- 
tfk ^ft qn ^ftnr nr w; fennt srfe 

•ft nwf *Ft ■nrfnPr (?fmT-7pF) ferret tui 

nrntft nfn ) snft ktrr srprr ^trf^q 1 

[no ^mr-io^otnio 71/t^-^’tr jjo«ft aft'imf 

tft rft] 

CTRO sft 0 iffeT, 

’jw fen^rr, *nnR i 


(Ofllcs of the Joint Chief Controller of 
imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Bombay, the 22nd November 1971 

Subject. — Order for cancellation of Customs Purpose* 
and Ex hange Control Pv^n^^s conics of [he 
Irnvnrt Licence No . P/5/l>fR6fl0 dried ]<)th 
Avril 1971 for Rs, 5,740— M/s. Globe Shuftl* 
Wor 1 ^ Jlndiai Amritsar . 

8.0 1142.— M/s. G’obe Shuttle Works (Tnd'a\ 
Amritsar, were granted the imoort h-ence No P/S/ 
1091680 dated 19th April. 1971 for Rs. 5.740, for import 
of compressed shuttle blocks for the manufacture of 
shuttles. They have applied for duplicate copies of 
Customs Purposes as well as Exchange Control pur- 
poses copies of the above licence, on the ground that 
the original copies of the licence have heep lo^t/mls- 
placed. It is further s'at-d that the 1‘cence was un- 
utilised and that the duplicate copies are to he Issued 
for the full value of the licence namely Rs. 5,740. 

In support of this contention, the above referred 
firm has filed an affidavit on stamp-paoer duly signed 
before the Presidency Magistrate. I am satisfied that 
the original Customs purposes and Exchange Control 
purposes conies of the Import licence No. P/S/1691680 
dated 19th Aorll, 1971, have been lost or misplaced and 
direct that the duplicate conics of Customs purposes 
as well as Exchange Control purposes copies of the 
Import licence should be issued to the firm. 

The Original Custom Purposes and ExchontfA Co^f^nl 
Purposes copies of f^e import licence No. P/S/169ina0 
dat*d inth April, 1971, may be deemed to have been 
cancelled. 

[No. 674/P/MC.No. 501577 ^ t = T 'A™-’? 1 / a U-2 1 

8. P. D t W*N. 

Dy. Chief Con'rolW of Imports & Export*. 

( in frm, wnrrR-faqfa^T srrtsrc) 

«TWlf, 22 ■ ^i-erc 1971 

ftt'n: — Frk ( rffen ) •trjtrt ft? rtf ?f 

5,74 fer 3rrft fe> fit Frrrfe fo <ft 't^t/ 
169168 0 ferfe 19 - 4-71 «tft ?krr?To»r; rrf- 
wk ijirr Mkni fei^ai Jifeif Tf 

wtft i 

q^-o «f o 1147. — Frkr wett ( rffert), 
<npTTR Rft JTETTli TrfI’F ftr fer U17F IFTWF ftr 

fTTFOT % feT 5.74 0 To FT qT TTRrRT FTT^F Fo tfVo j 

691 680 ferkr ip- 4-71 T^frrF f^m *mr m i 
FTT^FF 4ft ^ftFTVJTRT TT^F^tft t(k F7T 
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f .farq fw^nT qfaff % faj *q stott qt qrtqq foqT | 
fo jjh wis&i q?T qq jjfdqt srt qf $/qq*iM*q qf 
5 1 qj$ qqrqr qqr $ f% *ft fe$q qqqtq q$f 
fen qqr qr tfir ti^firifa irfqqt ^ jj?q qrft 5740 qo % 
miiO Vt '>ii'fl J 1 

qq’jfq frf % q*pfa *f WT%qv ^ 9firM qfefa: % 
fqfaqq ^rraftq trv TO qq STfer fen I 1 if 
qqy^s $ fe whig qnjqq io 'fr/irir/ 169 1680 fartv 
1 9-4-7 1 qft *jh tfk tprr fqferq 

fer^r srffert *sft q$ | wk Pfer &tt g fa qrf vf smira 
wnqq qft tnjfeq xfrqT sjev vt 4 qrqqfr xfrq *jjtt fqfqqq 
faqqq wfdMi sod q5f smft ^ 1 fjjt* 1 

mqiq qnrifq qSf tjq qnt qrqqft tffa jjst 

Pa Pi 6 m fanqq irfqqt *Ft q^ qqifr anq 1 

[fqa tf® 674 / , ft / tpT tft® tf® 501577,’^ qq tlTf/ir 

trq- 71 ^JJ- 2 ] 

^q<> tfto ^aqq, 
qq ^q ftqqrv, vwid-fqqfq, 
fr?r q^fq ^«q f ,q??rvuwid'fartq i 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports & Exports) 
ORDERS 


Kanpur the 15£h September , 1971 

S.O. 1143. — The following import licen^s were issued 
in favour of M/.s, Jain Engineering Works, Gurnna 
Road, Baraut (Dlstt. Meerut) for the import of perm!- 
Fsible types of Ball Bearings, Taper Roller Bean ngs, 
B, P. Sheets below 5 mm. in the thickness, Mild Steel 
Sheet Cuttings & defective® M.S, P.ates etc,: — 

1. P/S/1656580 dt. 9*11-70 for Rfl. 5,000/-. 

2. P/S/1056581 dt, 9-11-70 for Rs, 5,000/-, 

3. P/S/1057514 dt. 21-12-1970 for Rs. 5,000/-. 

4. P/S/1057515 dt. 21-12-1970 for Rs. 2,500/-. 

5. P/S/1057510 dt. 21-12-1970 for Rs, 2,500/-, 


6. P/S/1067257 dt. 6-1-1970 for Rs. 10,000/- for 

Rs. 13750/- 

7. P/S/1607258 dt. 5-1-1970 for Rs, 61, 762/- 


8. P/S/1G67259 dt. 5-1-1970 for Rs. 123524/-, 


9. P/S/1687160 dt. 22-4-1971 for Rs, 27,5000/-. 

10. P/S/1087161 dt. 22-4-1971 for Rs. 13750/-. 


11. P/S/1687102 dt. 22-4-1971 for Rs. 13750/-. 


2. Thereafter a show cause notice No. EnfTTf32)/ 
1971/Kan dated the 23rd Mov, 1971 was Issued asking 
them to show cause within 15 (fifteen) days of Lhe 
receiot of noM^e as to why <he s^dd Meences in their 
favour should not be cancelled on the ground that 
they were obtained through misrepresentation of de- 
tails and producing forged documents to the sponsor- 
ing authority. 


t ?- r ® spon ? e toil™ *aid show cause notice M/b* 
+tf7 w? ne 5 r Works. Gurana Road, Baraut in 
their etter dated 10-0-1970 stated that the licences 
u ere issued on the basis of the recommendations of 
the Director of Industries and it was not uders^ond by 
them as to how they were obtained on forged docu- 
ments etc.; “ 


4. The undersigned has carefully considered and 
gone through the records of the case and has coma 
tn the munition IhV the licences in auction were 
obtained through misrepresentation of details & by 
producing forged documents to the sponsoring autho- 


5. Having regard to what has been stated in (he 
proceeding para the undersigned is satisfied that the 
licences in question should be cancelled or otherwise 
rendered ineffective. Therefore, the undersigned, in 
exercise of powers vested in him under clause 9 sub- 
clause (al of the Import (Control) Order. 1935 here- 
by cancells the eleven licences detailed in para (1) 
above of this order issued in favour of M/s. Jain En- 
gineering Works, Gurana Road. Baraut (Distt. Moe- 
rut). 


[No. ENF.II (32) /1971/KAN.] 


(qq-tjqq fahrq, run* fart q vr vrafaq) 


VFrjT 15 UKIt-qc, 1971 

qf® 1143 — qfqt^T jnftoV’rt, qTPTTftv, 
q^lq (ferr fes) % qm Jr qqfeq faqq % qra qqfaqq, 
Sqq ferr farfer, 5^0 trq 0 qVTf qrq qTcfr jft\<ft.tnkq, 
qTSvT nOrq qrfeq qqT qqqqrtft t^. rrq. cqjq 
qrf? % qiqrq % fer fanfafer (nqnr HT^^q 
fe[ qx? «>■ 1 


( 1 ) <ft/iTq/ 1656580 

tj?q 5,000 qo 

(2) <fY ( qq/ 16565 31 

ipr 5,000 3F® 

(3) 'Tr/ti.q/i 65 7 5 j 4 

3j?q 5,ooov® 

( 4 ) tfr/trq/ 16575 13 
3J?q 2 500 Vo ' 

(5) qt t^q/ 1657 516 
*J7q 2,500 V® 

(6) qt/tiq/1657 557 

tjcq lo.ooov® 

(7) *fV/l^q/ 1 6 G 7 2 5 8 
*JFq 61,762 Vo 

(8) <^/(rq/ 1667 259] 
q^T 1,23,524 V® 

(9) qt/qq/168 7160 
JJ?q 27,500 V®' 

(10) q>/o,q/ 1687 161, 

^q 13,750 V®] 


fetqr 9 - 11-1970 

„ 9-11-1970 

21-12-1970 
„ 21-12-1970 

„ 21-12-1970 
„ 5-1-1970 

„ 6-1-1970 

„ 5-1-1970 

„ 22-4-1971 

„ 22-4-1971 



Sec. 3 (ii) ] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MAY 20, 1972/VAISAKHA 30, 1894 


l83l 


(ll) <ft/qq/l68 7162 f^ftr 2-4-1972 
1JRT 13,750*o 

1971 / *T f T / ftqftr 23-5-71 q$ ^SJcT gq 5TRf 
ftr gW RRT WTOt STTfal % 1 5 fwf % qfaq 

RTH SRTR ftr ^T% TTR $ TTTT ftrq *T t Hr^aTtff 
*1 wf q ^ ftrqT ^rnrr qif^q srk qq ot'jr r ftr 
gqjft rjcpjw wrqftq qrqftrqr srrfimk fgcqr sqk 
Wk 5lTWt ZRGlk'X 51^ *1% 5TRT ftrq Jr 1 

3 . gw *m wrirt, ^rtt % srf^r itf’sfV 3q qasfk 

’TTHI TU, *^7 % W ftqt* 10-6-7 0 *f 

*3 «rm-q ftr q$ *f*r ftr gw qr*qq grgi qwrqsfr 
*t qf^rq *r% stm ftrq qq Jr, ?r*T5T ir q?) 1 w ar, ar? ftr 
gqq qr*gq gtftq fqtH* tff fqqnfRr % marc r arr^t 
f%q qq ^ 1 

4. mH^ isrO % qmfr r mg ftr?R ftnrr $ 

tfk fwrs *1 *r®1 r$ arnr w: *fV § tfk 

%e qfRrm it TgTr | fr faqqTak q^qq snifftRr 
Hrfuwfr *t fq«n «fk tfk w^ft sh^t 
srr^r ftrq qq «n 

6. ^ *rfi*T Jr aft ron qqr g% ctht Jf T3?f jq 
wtr^TTekf n i ftr ftwtfk Ht^qq Tf wtt 
cni'Tifw ftrq an% Hif^q 1 v&fqq, mfr^wrarfr wTqra 
(fqqSRT) ITT^H, 1955 ^URT 9TT-OTTT (q) SfWRntcT 

jtrt uftrekf *r q#r wft jq gqfw *fsw 1 Jr 
gfkrfaq girtfq'K *t, aft qta'f rfa **jfk R 3 , ^trt ftr, 
qikr (farm *ks) vt *kt ftrq qq qg^jKr 73 

t 1 

[tf*TT t^T.qr. II (32)/ 1971/VPT] 

Kanpur, the 12th November, 1971 

S.O. 1144. — The following licences were Issued to 
M/s. Jain & Co.; D-38/58, Hauz Katora, Varanasi— 
for the import of Akar Kara, Bansiocnam, Rurm lVias- 
taqi, KabaD Chini etc.; 

(i) P/S/1667310 — dated 6th January, 1971— for 

Rs, 10,000/-. 

(ii) P/S/ 1339537 — dated 2nd February, 1971.— for 
Rs, 5,000/-, 

lii) P/S/1339538— dated 2nd February, 1971.— for 
Rs. 5,000/-. 

2. Thereafter a show cause notice No. Enf.II~(120) / 
1970 /Kan/ 437 8 dated the 5th August, 1971 was issued 
asking them to show cause within fiftteen days of 
the receipt of notice as to why the said licences in 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground 
that they were not engaged in the manufacture of 
Ayurvedic Medicines and the licences were obtained 
by misrepresentation. 

3. In response to the above show cause notice M/a. 
Jain & Cq. # Varanaai vida their letter dated the 3rd 


September, 1971 have denied that they were not 
manuxa^turing ayurvedic m^l.cmuj or ih# iicemej 
Wcxtf ^maincu oy misrepr*i*uuttuon, 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered the 
case and has come to Uie conclusion that uxe above 
earn lvi/a. jam & Co.; D-Gtf/au, nauz iwiora, Yma- 
nasi — are not engaged in urn manuxaetu*e ot ayurve- 
dic mecucines ana nave obtained me aaid licences by 
misrepresentation. 

5. Having regard to what ha* been stated in the 
proceeding paras the undersigned is satished that In* 
licences in question should be cancelled or otherwise 
rendered meuecuve. Inereiore me undersignm in 
exercise of powers vested in him under clause' 9 sub- 
clause (a) ox Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dt, 7th 
b^., lboo hereoy cancels the three licences detail- 
ed in para (1) above of this order issued in favour 
of M/s. Jain & Co., D-38/58, Hauz Katora, Varunasi, 

[No. ENF.II (126)/1970/KANJ 


1971 

qg> 1144 . — •grft qf it- 33/33 

?kr ^rt^r, *r^r*5ft vit r?.t f?K> 

^Tt srrft % ^roTT % ftrq fttHftrnjj wr?5Hr ffr?T 
ftrq *rq Jf : — 

(1) Tt/qT/ 16673 10 ftPTtg 0-1-1071 

io,oooj « 

( 2 ) fr/qT/ 1339537 „ 2-2-1971 

JJ-q 5,000 J « 

(3) 'ft/qq/ 1339538 „ 2-2-1971 

H?q 5,000 

2 . qir qqnft ^rmfs ^qj- 2 ( 1 26 ) 

1 970/*TPT/ 4378 fwt T 5 WW.T, 1971 ^5 ^3> jq 

arkt *r qf qf ftr qarrqt qrft,T * 1 5 ftqf 
^ qfeR wrq qrrq ftp gq> qrq Jt qkt ftrq qq tit 
? rnqf qqf q Tq «ft ftqr arm qr^q qk jq trrqrw 
"R ftr q^ qr^ftq WTjqf % ftrqTq Tf *Prq q|7 T.$ 

Jr qk g^?k fqiqrftr*Tq irn HRq'.; qr^r ftrq ^ 1 

3 . gwqrRqqqnfrg;qqr%7Rifqfsfr^T^j^« 

qirrqqr q qk qq ftq'rg 3 1971 ir a qr.T w 

\wk ftrrqr | ftr # qr^rftq qqirrf % ftq'rq *r gr4 q^f 
«ri: q| *T nw nr^qq ftwrfqqTq aTH qpqr ftrq qq 
ir I 

4. qtfkwn kV qrq^- wfr nit qf-ft 

cfk qq qfkrrq r qjqr ^ ftp qw q^q> ^q q* qr<, r 

it— 38/ 58, gnr, qkm, qnrqqt wrqfftit wrqqf 

fqq?q qrT^Jfq^fq^jqJlf^i: g^'ft rqwrrfq^rq 
CRT qqqw nrqtq jtm ftrq $ 1 

5 . 5 # qrf ^ aft qrjr qrr | g> hr Sf 
qq mfTjwrcrqt wgz {[ ftr ftrqqruk qrqSq q*Tr 




tr>WTfacr frq ^rf^tr | wtrt 

(Pt^it) wr&r, 1955 , f^bP 7 - 12-1955 trm 9 
^wra-(iT) % srt'kt sr^er srfimn *pr ttm qrO; 

<?UW 1 Sr *P'r srt ff-T'-rr tr 

q ?, «FJ T>-3 8/58, TKr>TO'r spt 3TRT fat? 

»rq Jr, H^arcr ^ *p^r | 1 

[#gqr : ^q>-JI( i2g)/i97o/*ppt] 

8.0. 1145. — The following licences were Issued to M/s. 
Raj Aymvedic Co., (JKo5/15, Ruja Darwaza, Varan Si — 
fur the import of Akar Kura, Banslochan, Rumi, Mus- 1 
taqi, Kabab Chim etc.; 

(i) P/S/1 G5793G — dt. 3 0-1 2- 1970 -for Rs, 10,000/- 

(ii) P/S/ 1657931 — dt. 30-12-1970— for Rs. 5,000/- 

(ili) P/S/1657932— dt. 30-12-1970— for Rs. 5,000/- 

2* Thereafter a show cause notice No, Enf,II(12G)/ 
1970/iv.an/*3/G (dated the 3th August, 1971 was issu- 
ed asking mem ot show cause wunin fifteen aays of 
tne receipt ox notice as to wny uie saia Licences in 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground 
Inat tney weie *jot engaged in me ntanuia i ~e of 
Ayurvedic Medicines and the licences were obtained 
by nnsrepiestnta ion. 

3. In response to the above show cause notice M/s. 
Raj Ayuiv^uiC C~., vaianusi have c.e~ud i\ae their 
letter dated 3-9-71 that uiuy were not manufacturing 
ayurvedic medicines or the licences were Obtained by 
misrepresentation. 

4. The undersigned has carefully considered case 
and has tvme to me to-cKsi^n mat tne a^o.e said 
M/s. Raj Ayurvedic Co., CK -n/ 15. Ra.ia Darwa, a. 
Varan isi — are not engaged in the manufacture of 
ayurvedic medicines and have obtained the said 
licences by misrepresentation. 

5. Having regard to what has been stated in tht 
preceding paias toe undei signed is a tisimu th t ti>© 
licences in question should be cancelled or otherwiaa 
rand^xed meiiacave Tneieiore tne under Agn:d xn exer- 
cise cf piwprs ve^d in him u^d r dius a 9 f ub-Vaus3 
(a) of Imports (Control; Order, 1955 dated 7th De- 
cember, 1955 hereby cancels the three licences detail- 
ed in para (1) above cf this order issued in favour 
of M/s. Raj Ayurvedic Co., CK 55/15, Raja Darwaza, 
Varanasi 

[No. ENF.II (125) /1970/ICAN.] 

q*To (To 114 5. — THT «P9 

J;o 5 5 15 TI^TT T^T31T, TTCHTfr W- \ TTT, TfTTrTT, 

^tft hTTTTT, TTT? % SrrTRT % faq[ fax*- 

fafonr wTffffr farther *r : — 

(1) Tt/tHT,' 16 57930 30-12-1970 

TFT 10,000 Ft» 

tN 

(2) 'ft r^T/ 1 6 5 7931 «r^y 

JJ/T 5,000 ^9 

( 3 ) 'fr/T^/i 6 57932 

5,000 ^9 

2 . ^ wror arcrmT fftfor #9 2 

( 126)/l970 '^nr'4376, 5 WTFT, 1971 T$ 

5 ®tt jet in^ *t< «ft fr wt irrfar 


*p 1 5 fori % tfl/n ittot ttht fo tr Jr 

f«PTT ^ 3*TCT *Pt *BTf T TT ftTT STITT 

tfh; ^ irnm qr fo t wnjffop snsTf 
% frirtil *TT *FPJ T$T JR ^ fa«V f^T^T'T 

tra TI^TT ST^T ^ I 

3. 3*1x1 *M <u| udi^fT <. THT 

wTrff?«p «po, nrcP'Rft ^ fort:p 3 - 9-1971 Jr 

U1T ^Tfl % ? '«PTT four i f«P # % FttW 

fl fi^lpT^TJr STTT 

srr^r faq ipr 4 | 

4. ^ »rmJr <ixfr «rifcr *pt fft 

| ^ qfwH «r | f% to hMT tpt ?TF[^q> 

^o, Jr ^nr 

gn ^ iltx fiTimpT TT (TTO ST^ 

fpi> ^ I 

5. ^ *pfcFT Jr w I, gJr wft Jf 

57aT gT7, fnflfcFRITWft FTT^iriT T/J 

««iqr f*P^ ^rrr ^t ^q; 1 

WlUTfr (ft^il) WKW, 1955 & ETRT 9 OTURT— ( 0, ) 

% a?xf ufat.u’T qifsspT 

1 Jr ^.f^fraer ^rntfrefr qn ^tt ^«ft tpt to, 

O Jr 5 5/15, TW ?TqT5.T, TlTTT^fr HP> 3IT^ ^ 

qxr\iRi «PTxrr t i 

[fl'wr : l.qr.q;. II( i26)/i970 / '*ppt)] 

Kanpur , the lfi th November, 1971 

S.O. 1146, — The following import licence was Railed 
in favour of ivx/s. ouxiutj^p j^uib Manuiacturing ca, 
baonasn Nagar, Dehra Dun: — 

(i) P/S/1652514 dated 9th December, 1969, for 
Rs. 5,udu/-- for the import of Tungaum PUa* 
m w n i. , rtcs*^ta..ce vv c ul iviwij u c. 

2, Thereafter a show cause notice No. E if II ^26)/ 
1970/ Aan aa ed 17tu Au^u^t 1 J j u *waa issuea as..inf 
tiiem to show cause within fifteen days of the receipt 
of notice as to wny the saiu ucence in their favour 
snouiu not dg cancaieu on me gr^una uieir luc- 
tory had closed down and the licence will not servo 
the purpose for wmch it was issued. 

3. In response to the above said show cause notice 
M/s. Sundeep Buib Manufacturing Co., Dehra Dun 
said in tneir letter dated 16m September, 1979 that 
due to heavy losses the woiK-ol me iuUuiy couid not 
be carried out smoothly aim they were trying to re- 
start the work as soon as the financial condition 
would permit. 

4 . The undersigned has carefully considered the 
matter and has come to the conclusion that rfie fac- 
tory of M/s. Sundeep Bulb Manufacturing Co ; Dehra 
Dun has closed down and the licence will nof servo 
the purpose for which it was issued. 

5, Having regard to what has been stated Jn the 
preceding para the undersigned is satisfied tuat tne 
licence In question should be cancelled or olherwiso 
rendered ineffective. Therefore the undersigned in 
exercise of powers vested in him under clause 9 sub- 
clause (cc) of the Imports (Controh Order 1955, dat- 
ed 7th December, 1955 as amended hereby cancels the 



3(H)] THE GAZETTE OF INpIA: MAY 20, 1972/VAISAKHA 30, 1004 1833 


above said licence No. P/S/ 1652514, dated 0th Decern- 
b?r. 1909, for IK 5,000/- issued in favour of M/s. 
Sundeep Bulb Manufacturing Co., Dehra Dun, 

[NO. ENF.II(26)/ 1971 /KAN.] 

VTTTT 16 1971 

*Oo 1146 — TR»ftq TOT 
Vo, TJ'FTF'T TOC, Vt faRfafacT TO HR TO 

*3fty?r fTO to *rr : — 

( i ) totto Rprmz, sfartsft to wk mfaifrTO 

flu. % WNld % fal( 5,000 Vo VT 5n^f»T 
Ro t f]/^(r/l652 514, farfa 9-12-1969. 

2- TOTTO TOt VTTO TOWt ^TO Wo ^-2 
( 2 6) /* 1 970, VRT, farfa 17-8-1970 T? JIT ynfr 

vf wt fa yvr vtto TOWt gro vt aifa % 1 5 faff 

J? WlTO *T VRW TO? fa yfa TOT Jr TOt fa;r WtT yVT 

wfafw vt tot w vr fTO tott yrffer tfk ?w 
WTTO TO fa TOTT TORdHI to to wr «fk wtsto 
faw W^RT Vt % Rfir TOf fTO TO *17 y?T JR y?f 
VTOT I 

3 . yq<|w vrw tort) gro % tor Jr w44t wfafa 
to Vo, ^tt^t 4 *rr% qw farfa 1 8 - 9-1 970 
Jr iwi | fa wr! vvtot $14 J? vtrt vrwfa vr to 
£fa cr? w *r# totot wt wto *fk 4 t*t toRttt Jr w4 
5 ^ ^ fa 4Jr (t yfaf wTfaw to rprl (ft # ftira to 

V\ I 

4 . wtft?wrrerft 4 wrw% q?f wtfw to 4Y $ 
c fk frr qfCTO to qjjVT $ fa wlwf toW to 4p * 0 , 
^rjpr vt vr^Rt to ijt to | sftc wrr4?q fart y^nr 
v?t % fair wkr fTO to «tt, yJr yjt vkrr 1 

5 . vfopr 4 tfr $3 v?r to & yir sror 4 
to* mft^fcTTsRt wrto I fa farTOflw wfafa 

WTO WTO 1 IM Jt imtfw fTO TOT WrfjiJ 1 Trrfar, 
wft^TTWfr TO WWtfSRT WTTOT (fTORT) WTfa, 1955, 
farfa 7-12-1955 qft BRT 9 TT-HKT (lit (ft) ^ 
TO^cT STTO wfaVRt VT TTiftq TOt }tr Tfo «ft 'xr^/ 

1652514, farfa 9 12 1969 TJW 5,000 Vo yt 
TOtq 4^o Vt TOT fTO TO «TT, 

q^IRT TOTT | I 

[tfTO : io^To^o II ( 26)/l97l/TO.] 

Kanpur, the 13th December 1971 

B.O. 1147- — A licence No. P/S/ ItOTUiQ, dated 31st 

may, 1909 for the value of Rs. 1,50,000/- for th# lm* 
port of permiMiWf *pare parte ua shown in appendix 


32 of J Import Trade Control Red Book Vol. I 
for April, 1969-March, 1970 licensing period was issu- 
ed to M/s. K. K. industries, 42/190. iviibn Mazur, Kan- 
pur. 

Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No. Enf.I(309)/ 
1909/Kan dated the 15th October, 1970 was issued 
asking them to show cause within 15 (fifteen} days 
of the receipt of notice as to why the saiu licence in 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground 
that they had no facilities for service and mainte- 
nance in their factory and the licence was, therefore, 
not to serve the purpose for which it was issued. 

The said M/s. R. K. Industries, Kanpur replied to 
the said show cause and stated that they had the ser- 
vice and maintenance facilities in their factory* 

The undersigned has carefully considered the case 
and has come to the conclusion that the licence in 
question will not serve the purpose for which It was 
issued* 

Having regard to what has been stated in the pre- 
ceding para the undersgined is satisfied that the 
licence in question should be cancelled or otherwise 
rendered ineffective. Therefore, the undersigned, in 
exercise of powers vested in him under clause 0 sub- 
clause (cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1953 
hereby cancclls the Ucence No, P/S/ 1033199, datea 
the 31st May, I960, for Rs. 1,50,000/- issued in favour 
of the said M/s. R, K. Industries, Kanpur/ 

[No. ENF.II (309)/ 10 69/KAN.] 

TO7-r, 13 far«K, 1071 

tOa 1147 — yRylr 5TRo %o 4 2/ 1 95, 

fasftTOTR, TOpVfaTfcr, 1969-TOi 1970 RR6W 
TOfa % fa^ TORT 3TRTR faTJir TO 1 V qrfafw 

32 JrfafTO*%Rrvm^^%TORT 4 fatT 1 , 50,000 

Vo VT TORT (mtffT TTo qto ^(T/ 1 6 33 1 99 ,farfa 
31-5-1969 ?Tly<T fTO TO «Tr I 

yf| vtot n ;nr> tpt t tR ^-i 
(309)/ 1969/TO, fartv 15 WV35R, 1970 V? gV) 

5 <r vsrrh vt vf «ft fa yrffy gror vt snfar J? 1 5 faff 
% 4rr vrw tor fa yq% 5R7T 4 arrfr far ^ yqy 
vt v4f y w fan vt c ^if^ sfR vf tor tk fa 
yfa vr^t 4 Jr vt4 4R ^tsrt 4t farr gfaaT 
«fr, Vofm farr vr % fii wtv(Ttt A 
fTO to *rr y?r gTT vRtt i 

yq|v(T rrf'sfr too %o <y^>y, vt^ 4 yqy 
VR’WcTHTt TJTyT % y?R if RjJ yyRTT ^ fa yn V i i.<a 4 

Jf vrtf vftT tRjvgm qff gfam <ff i 

TO>?TOfsTfr 4 toJt q?r toV mfr ^ vr 4V 5 
tfrr vtt qfaJT ^ qr qj^r | fa faqqrtffa yiy4y fay y|vy 
*ft gfa Jr fay yRf fro to «rr y4 jtr qfarr 1 

g[4 qft vfavT Jr yf tort to yJr tot Jf t^t 

5^ yrjl^RTRTfr 45^ I fa fTOT Ofa TO«f(T WTO 
wqwTfar fro tot wrfjrj 1 Vrfa^» wtfl^ivO 

TORT (fTORT)wfa?T, 1 955 yft TOT 9 yMHRI (4f rff) 


[Part II— 
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$ sfafa q??r wftrimff irr sr#r iR^-ftr qirtq q» <fr«/ 

1633 199 31-5-1969 1,50,000 

^0 aft Tfj q?qr wn -Co %o irtj* qifr 

fan w *rr, t^jirr 'PTcrr | i 

[qo 5^-2(309) 1969/^H] 


8.0. 1148.— A licence No. P/S/1633200 dated 31st 
May, 1969 for the value of Rs. 2.00.000/- for the im- 
port of permissible spare parts as shown In Appendix 
32 of Import Trade Control Red Book Vol. I for April, 
1909, March, 1970 licensing period was issued to M/fl. 
U.P, Wire Products, 109/29, Nehru Nagar, Kanpur. 

Thereafter a show cause notice No. Enf .1(309)/ 
1909/Kan dated the 15th October, 1970 was issued 
asking them to show cause within 15 (fifteen) day* 
of the receipt of notice as to why the said licence in 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground 
that they had no fa Ilities for service and mainte- 
nance in their factory and the licence was, therefore, 
not to serve the purpose for which it was Issued, 

M/s. U.P. Wire Products, Kanpur replied to the 
said show cause & stated that they had the “service 
and maintenance facilities in their factory. 


The undersigned has carefully considered the ca»e 
and has come to the conclusion that the licence in 
question will not serve the purpose for which it was 
Issued, 


Having regard to what has been stated in the pre- 
ceding para the undersigned is satisfied that the 
licence in question should be cancelled or otherwise 
rendered ineffective. Therefore, the undersigned, in 
exercise of powers vested in him under clause 9 sub- 
clause (cc) of the imports (Control) Order, 1D55 
hereby cancels the licence No. P/S/1633200 dated 
31st May, 1969 for Rs. 2,00,000/- Issued in favour of 
the said M/s. U.P. Wire Products, 109/29, Nehru 
Nagar, Kanpur. 


[No. ENFJI(300)/19fl9/KAN.J 

sffta 1 148- - tfrffTZIT, 109 
/29^^, WJI w®?r, 1969-RP* 1970 WY* 

ifa «r?fa % fa? *ranr »mrr fwnr ts tit *To 1 qfr- 
frzz 32 7 * wrUR * ftR 

2,00,000 *FT ’UPTTcT •ft /W/ 

1633200 f3qil> 31—5—1969 f%3T ’PIT IT I 

Yi=| ^1* 't>K u i «f d I Mt 0 1 ( 3 0 9) / 

1969/VFT feqfa 15 WfTWT, 1970 IT? jafr JT 

errtt ift q$ qt fa ^ ^ 1 5 ^ 

vffTi: qqrq ft? qfa qrq t qrfr ift if q?,T qrrqs - 
qft iff 1 X% 1 R f^TT 3TRT q^ W KTBR IT fa 

fpRTTR it inf ftT if Vtf iff *fY, 

IjqftpT fqq ^ % fa 1 * ^ fait »PTT 

t qq grr q?f i^qr > 

qffir ft® mr, uV'feR, niyc ^ 
griq 1 TRW ddfsff % Tin 13 ^RPTT fa 

$ sfTTtf Xt\X 1ft $f*<CT <ft I 


*TTtjRiT5Tft f qPT?T iff VTTpr qlfa qfq 1R qf $ 
x TfTOTR TC if IT | fa fqqTqfT qT^ffq fatf ifw 
ift ^ 1 % $ sitO- ir f^nrr irt *rr rJY it^t i 

ift irflFT Jf sfr 3R qr JR" | Kqrq 3r Jtr 
<> ttr | % FfTTsfR x% qqir qqqiffq 
Ppqr arrqr i qqrfHTT^Ttr qrqra- (fqq^r) 

*rrtw, 1955 ift qnr 9 TT-aru (qto^fto) % 
qfsmfr wr witn mxt fer Hrf'ir'q q « fr/^r/ 1 633, 
200 fqqt'F 31—5—1 969 w 2 , 00,000 sfr 

<fto qnr sftrirq, 109 / 29 , ^ qqsc, 

«FPT2T 1 ft qrft f%qr qqr qT, Xi? IR^T | I 

[qo w /2 ( 309 ) 196 9 /iqq] 


S.O. 1149.— A licence No. P/S/1633202 dated 31st 
May, 1969 for the value of Rs. 1,50,000/- for the im- 
port of permissible spare parts as shown in appendix 
32 of Imports Control Red Book Vol. I for April, 
1969-March, 1970 licensing period was issued to M/s. 
Prftkash Industries, 108/152-AP, Road, Karpur, 


Thereafter a show cause notice No. Enf. 1(309)/ 
1900/Kan dated the 15th October, 1970 was issued 
asking them to show cause within 15 (fifteen) days 
of the receipt of notice os to vliy the said licence in 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground 
that they had no facilities for service and mainte- 
nance in their factory and the licence was, therefore, 
not to <erve the purpose for which it was issued. 


The said M/s. Prakash Industries, Kanpur replied 
to the said show cause and stated that they had the 
service and maintenance facilities in their factory, 


The undersigned has careful!) considered the caFe 
and has come to the conclusion that the licence in 
question will not serve the purpose for which it was 
issued. 


Having regard to what has been stated in the pre- 
ceding para the undersigned is satis l^d that th? 
licence In question should be cancelled or otherwise 
rendered ineffective. Therefore, the undersigned, in 
exercise of powers vested in him under clause 9 sub- 
clause (cc) of the Import (Control) Order, !yo5 
hereby cancells the licence No. P/S/1633202 datad 
31«t May, 1969 for Rs. 1,50,000/- Issued in Lavorr of the 
said M/s. Prakash Industries, 103/152-A *P* Road, 
Kanpur. 

[No. ENF.II(309)/1069/KAN.) 

qqo wfo H 49 . — qt*sfr qqrrcr 1 os/ 152 - 
Tfa * 61 ^ *Fl qqn, i969-qi4, 1970 RRqq 
tnrfa % fqq *rrqr?r frqqq xz fq qTo 1 £ qft- 
ftrc % fqfirsj 32iirag;3qT $ snqrq^fa^ 1 , 50,000 
wmT q° ^ 0/^/1633202 f^tir 

31—5—1969 fW qqr qr 1 


qqrrqT^q^ iji* inn qqiqt fWfo ?rj-i(30°)/ 
1 969 /VPr ft*riv 1 5 iWJjTt 1 9 70 *T$ ^ pt 3 T , <t 
<Gt q? «fV f^P qqqr iftsnPq % is fqqlr 

.iftqT inrq «i<ii t f*F qq% qrq % ®n <1 fV.c{ qr^ 
qiq qr^^q lit q ir fcqr ^nqr qifjq tfh: q^ 
*q «rWK tt fir vR^rh Jr qqjf qlq iftt 
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m *ff, mte'j fsrfT qff ^fr $ fan torth 

TOft teTT TOT HT T?T 'JTT T^T HfoTT I 

to£ft nf'-fl toto tr^t: *f tot 

toto Trnfr ^tot Jr htoit te to% TOrrte 
Jr to 4 site ^ ^fam *ff i 

W^RTST^ % TOT% Tf iqrfT Htfa HtH «R *ff $ 
rite vr to h^tt | te forTOfU tot&t fare 

H>TO % fotj 3TRf fTON TOT HT ^TT T^IT I 

gH Tf TfeTO Jr 3I> HcTOT WT $ 3% OTTO if TT^ 

57 svfr^inT^ v^z | te forcrate hitto ttt W 
HTTOfor tem tott to^tt i ^fter, wftywrw^ wmr 
(faT5TH) HT^sr, 1 955 ^ ETRT 9 TOHm (iff iff) 

% to ter ?m nrfaTtef to toIt huht h *f V/ 

HT/’ 1633 2 02 fo^te 31-5-1 969 HTO 1,50,000 

T° «ft gro TO’it toto 1 0 8 / 1 5 2 t£, ,< ft' 

’its, totjt; lit TOft tem tot ht Q[T\?ra tott $ » 

[T° VT 2 ( 309)/l969/«BFTo] 

Kanpur , the 15 th December 1971 

S.O. 1150.— A licence No, P/S/1650070 dated 28th 
June, 1969 for the value of H3. 5,00,000/- for the im- 
port of permissible spare parts as per Appendix 32 
of the Imports Trade Control Policy Book Vol. I for 
the April, 1969-March, 1970 licensing peHod was issu- 
ed to M/s Electrical and Engineering Co., Sirsa 
Bazar, Allahabad, 

Thereafter a Show Cause Notice No, EnfJI(65)/ 
1971 /KAN dated the 5th November. 1971 was issued 
asking them to show cause within 15 (fifteen! dayi 
of the receipt of notice ns to why the said licence in 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground 
that thpy had no factory in existence and the licence 
was, therefore, cbtained by misrepresentation. 

The said show cause notice has been returned un- 
delivered by the postal authorities with the remarks 
that there was no such person as the addressee at th© 
given address. 

The undersigned has carefully considered the case 
and has come to the conclusion that the said M/a. 
Electrical & Engineering Co : Sirsa Bazar, Allahabad 
were non-existence .and had obtained the licence 
through mlsreprosentat on, 

Having regard to what has been stated In the pre- 
ceding para th rt iin'Vr£ ,fT n*d is FP f Kfl°d that th© 
licence in question should be cancelled or otherwise 
rendered ineffective. Therefore, the undersigned, in 
exercise of powers vested in him under clause 9 flub- 
clause (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 
h^rebv cancel the licence No. P/S /l 650670 dated 
28th June, 1969 issued in favour of M/s. Electrical 
& E n ^ n^rlng Co., Sirsa Bazar, Allahabad for 
Hs. 5,00,000/-. 

[No. ENF.II(65)/1971/KAN.l 
O. N. Anand, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Experts. 

TT^, 15 foTTT, 1971 

5ft o 1 1 5 0 — TTf ! '4Y 't 7 te^f* To. ftKTO 

HT3TR Tt SfthT, 1969-HTt, 1970 HTT&T 


TOfET faqr STOTT TOTMK f^DTSTW fftfa 5 TTT 
TTo -1 % qf<rvi «<£ 32 Jf TfwTfoT te^T % TOT^ 

ytf * STOTT % fol{ 5, 00 , 000 T° TO te TR#T 
Ho ft/te/ 1650670 forte 28-6-1969 

ten tot ht i 

TcTOTT^ te TO7R HTTSft gTOT fo ^5 2 
( 65)/ 1 971 TOT° forfar 5 TORT, 1971 ^ 

nf <ft fo TOH ^TOT Ht JTRT % 1 5 fo^f 
^ ^ffor TTro °(dm te >3^te toh Jf «ir0 

HTTOfH Tf TOf T^ «BT fon oTPTT ^Tf^ rflT ^ 
W TOUT TO fo TOTO tff TOWRT foTHTR ^ «f I 
Hfo tete 1 ! HTWH foTOfTOTOT 3ITT MTR fw TOT <TT I 

Hunter to snnsft ^roi STRmfoff am vj 
foroff % hr fort hie htFw hIet «ff te 'f^ nq 
TO TO TO PC TO TOfro HT I 

*TH^RT9tef ?f HTHJr TOff HtfcT ^Tte TOC ?ff hTt 
PT HfcuiTH TO 1^7 $ te TOT TO f -ff mtejTOT CfT T^ffo 

To ftrcHT Hnrrc to totstoi fncTR hi 

*fVr froqrf-mrT am HteTH tot teTT «n i 

^ Ttero Jr aft t^t tot | T?r rpt Jf T*a^ 
flifr^wisrCt htoe ^ te foromfte htwh t^ totot *nm- 
teT fron oTHTT I SHfalC W£ft|C UTOff TOHTT (foTT^t) 
*nte, 1955 nff am 9 TO-am ( rf ) % htpit srm afaroTf 

TO snfPr TOcJr ftr HTfHH To 'ffo/l^H'o / 1 650670 ftTtTO 
28-6-1969 5,00, 000 To oft H^ft ^fi f ^TOT 

Tfx ^'Tffo To , ftRHT HTHR, 'S,MI^THTT % TOT Jf TO^t 

fron tot «rr, qcnr am toctt ^ i 

[cfo VT 2(65)/l97l/TPTo] 
iff o t£?r o itptr, 
TO foraT, TOUT'tetrtT I 

(Offloo of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Calcutta, the 2nd October 1971 

S.O, 1151. — The National Coal Development Corm. 
Ltd., 9, Syed Amir Ali Avenue, Calcutta-17 were 
granted licence No. I/A / 1044332 /S/ AN/. H/C/3 1-32, 
dated 8th April 1971 for Rs. 1.0 3.740 for the import of 29, 5x 
35-34 PR Super Hand Rock Lug Nylon Tubeless Tyies- 
12 Nos. from U.S A. They have applied for duplicate 
copies of the Customs purposes & Exchange Control 
purposes of the said licence on the ground that the 
originals of the same have been misplaced. It has 
further been stated that the original licence has not 
been registered with any Customs authorities and the 
full value of the licence i.e.^Rs. 1,06,740 remained uu- 
utilised. 

In support of this cancellation the anplicants hav« 
filed an affidavit to the effect that the ordinal Customs 

purpo**s copy & exchange Control purposes copy of the 
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lic*nce hpve been misplaced. I ®m satisfied that th# 
original Customs curnoses and Expanse Control nur- 
pos-s copies ^fthellcenc’No.IA 1044^SS/S^N/84/C/ 

31-32. dated 0th April. 1971 for Rs. 1.00 740 have be*n 
misplaced and direct that duplicate copies of the same 
should be issued to the applicants. The nrlciral 
Customs purposes & Exchange Control purpose* copies 
of the licence are cancelled. 

[No. 41-V/P.S.-148/70-71/AU-II.] 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Calcutta, the 28th Octobsr 1971 

S.O. 1152. — The Calcutta Chemical Co.. Limi’ed, S\ 
Panditia Ro^d. Calcutta-29, were granted licence No. 
P/EP / 2290193 dated 5th June 1967 fnr Import of Essen- 
tial Oil from G.C* Area, for Rs. 33885. 


T. T. LA, 

Dy, Chief Controller of Imports & Export*. 


They have aDnlled for duplicate copy of the Custom* 
purpose cony of the said licence on the ground that 
the original of the same has been lost/m'ipiaced. 

It has further been stated that the original licence 
has b**n utilised for R*, 19109, leaving a balance of 
Rs. 14710, 


4TSTWT, 2 *TfnTT 1971 

ftRRT : — ?fo 5nf/q/l044332/q q7/34/ 
tfV/31.32 fRfa 8-4-71 tffar Tpp 
«FRf *R3REft/q3T fafRRT fafcPT Tfaff Tf 
fq srfr rrrt *f qtoqsroirrf * 1 o/67 
farfa 23—3—67 % fanrf % tT^TR w^fafa 
SfcRlt «RdT I 


In support of this cancelation the applicants have 
filed an Affidavit to the effect that the ordinal Cus- 
toms Durno*e conv of the licence No P/EP/2^90193 
dated 5th May 1987. has been misnla^ed and d^ect 
that duplicate cony of the s^me should be issued to 
the annl cants. The original Customs purpose copy of 
the said licence is cancelled. 

[No. 127-129/IV/ 199/A-S/00 /EFL-II.] 
S. N. BANERJEE, 

Dy, Chief Controller of Imports 8c Export*, 

(ij.ii f-rUtf, it n fr-fdtrf.T nr; v;nfa;) 


q«o ift* ii5i. — fa *Ffa fermife 'pttTo 

fao, 9, rfiR SRlft qRT, «RIWr q° qRo qo 
^ 29.5X 35-3^ HR qR ft Tfa m 

EIRf % ] 2 R % WW % f^TCT ],06,740 *o 

•pt irnrnr ^rr'TR * qr’/q / 104433 2 /q*r/q ’qi/ 34 /qt/ 

31.32 fc?ffa 8.4.71 fa^T *RTT «TT I 

sr q?V Hqfaf7 TTRfqqtfr qfr q?T 

fafarir fareor irf^raY % faq q?r htok r farr 
$ fa qfl77 HfcRTf ?ft ^ $ I HT*I 7$ 5T7RTT 

jrt | fa fafft tft Tfirmrjcv TTfaRfr % trt 

w|?A7:g?r%'^ijciTin^ti,o6,74o 
Vo r 377faq|)f farr irtt $ i 

W fH? % Ripf r htrrt q r ^q qr urn 
fam | % rttrr qft q*r qfar Tpp Trnfqqqt irk 
RTT fafaRT RfdRt h *trw fft nf ^ i Jr tfqc? 1 
fa snw tfo irrf/q/ 1044332 /qq/q qq/ 34 /qi 

31 , 32 farfa 8-4-71 1,06,740 *o q^T TfrRT 

RiJqTRr iflT qjr fafaRT fuTRT Rfarf 
trf § tfh fa^?i ^tt g fa Rqfafcr 

JTfrpTtRfr^^RifrRrfq R?RR^tqRTffarq ^Rjf- 
Thmt R*nc q?r fafRRT fiRRPT RfalT T&Z O’ Reft f.| 

[q 41- 5 /«a qR- 1 4 8/ 70- 7 l/tj q-II] 

ifto rfto R# 
yt qw farsfa iTRTra farfer i 


TR^TTr, 28 R4qR, 19 71 

faW : — R?Rqqoqt/fqt/2290193faTfa5-6-67 

RTRisflr srfd 1 

^q?ErJfRqRqr| io/67farfa 23 - 3-67 

% rjrr qj%rq- srfa Rft r i 

qRo <fto 1152. — pwm ^fRRT fa*, 

3 5,7 fafalT Tt^, RTPcTT— 2 9 7>"t RTRTf3T qTT RtT RTR 
cfa % URTTR % faq 33885^0 R RTTR^^TTRo ’fr/f'ft/ 
2290193 faTfa 5-6-67 ?^faer fRTT »RTT *TT I 

^5^ ^ |e .^ti Tff iT’jfaPr qfar t[cr 

srfa % faq utetr r faqT % fa qrr srfer irt 

qWTTPT ^ I 

qnf 7? SRtRTT 1RTT ^ fa qtT RTTR Jf 14716 Vo 
iff 1 ? St4R< 3Wf 1 9 1 69 *?o % faq STTfa R: faqr rpjj 
^ I efa % R*t 4*T if 5T«RPP q 7^ RTRt fq fa 
q* <ff/i ift/ 2290193 farfa 5-6-67 ^ qfaT qTR 
tsfr flflcT WfTTuTT Tf DIR’ R RiT faCR 
| iflT fp^i fan arraT t fa ^rr^R: «pt irjfafT 
stfa ^nfr arnft ' E nfaq i Trjqer Tfr q?r q,in 

trttM irfer t jt srreft ^ i 

[q^TT 1 27-1 29/4/ 1 99/q-qR/66/< <ftq5T-2] 

q?r* qn o 

37 q*7 faTTtfT. ITRrRr— falfd 1 


Sec. 3 (ii) ] 
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(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports & 
Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 5th November 1971 

S.O, 1153.— M/s, New India Dye Chem Industries, 
14/4 Mathura Road, Near Village-Mevla, Maharaipur, 
Farldahad were granted import licence No. P/S/ 
1693070/ C/XX/3S/D/31-32 dated 20th March, 1971, 
for Rs> 26,500 for Import of Crude Drugs for A.M. 71 
licensing period, They have applied for issue of 
duplicate copy of Exchange Control Purposes Copy 
thereof on the ground that original copy has been lost/ 
misplaced having been utilised partly/having been 
registered with customs authority. 

2. The applicant have filed an affidavit in support of 
their contention as required under para 312(2) of 

I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 1971. I 
am satisfied that the original exchange control pur- 
poses copy of the licence in question has been lost./ 
misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
Section 9(cc) Import (Control) Order, 1055 dated 7th 
December, 1955, I order the cancellation of exchange 
control copy of licence No. P/S/ 1693070 dated 20th 
March. 1971. 

4. The applicant is now being issued duplicate copy 
of Exchange Control Purposes copy of the licence in 
accordance with the provision of para 312(3) of I.T.C. 
Hand Book of Rules & Procedure, 1971. 

(No. P/N-15(N) /AM-71/AU-HH/CLA/3120.] 
D. S. MORKRIMA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

tttt-tw farTF, smrTir-ft’Tfa ft smfsro 

F$ fa^Ft, 5 FFRTT 1971 

115 3 . — *TF sft ?T sfsSTT srf FTtF*T f 
14/4 fttt fa^F-Siw, ^rfirrar^, f iIwk 

f> snfFmrf 1971 qTyfo % fair q Pw m f 

TTTTF 26 5 5 00Fo FTI^ ToT>/iTTo 

1693070/?T'y/'^T^f?r/38/^'/31-32 ftfFtF 20-3-71 

tfTff fFrr ftt ft i F^t tw Ft spjfFfr 

ttjt fafFFT fFtfTF Tfa % faij w stihtt tt tttff f%qT 
£ fF tjf Tfr snfsrFTft % qrr t^f fftf f 

ITT ’’fix TtfuTF FT F TFtF FTF % FTF ’ft fj STMJTFWT 

<ft Tf | I 

2. 5TTFFF F ’TRTT STTTTT fFFFF fFFF F«TT FTF 
fafa ffc FF, 1971 FtFf%FT 312(2) F 
WT FF F FFFF Jt <TF wqr | , $ ^ 

ff fF fFWlftF FT m JJJT MtttT fFFFF 

TffT Jsft Tf %]% TT*TTFf*T ft Ft £ I 

3.FTFTF (fFWF) FT<FT, f^H TF 7 fUFTJR 195 5 Ft SIFT 
9 (*ft*ft) % TFT Ttfimtr FT TTtT F^T 

Jf $rrw*r ffht 'ft/'pr / 1693070 PrrtF 20 - 3-71 tft 

T7T fTfTTT fTTTF TftT Ft Tg 1 TFT Ft THTF FTT f I 


4 . TTFTF F'T TT TWTcT 5TTTTT f^TT'T ftFF ?m 
FIT fafa fT TF ; 1971 T?t FfTFT 312 ( 3 ), it Tt Tt 

TTTFTmf F TTTF Ft TFWt TST fFtwr ffRTF 

fTf FKt FT FT Tjft % I 

[TFTT : fr/n^T- 1 5 (n*T) /rr l/ 

IT T-7.T nrf/tfto TS|0 IT 0 / 3120 ] 
Tto Tffo TTFPtTr, 

FT-TUT faFTTF, TTTRT fFFfa, 
FF TTTF TfW fF TF, TTTTT fFTflt I 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 

Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Calcutta . the 24th November 1971 

Order cancelling Customs purposes as well as 
Exchange Control purposes copy of import licence 
No. P/S/1703012/C/XX/40/C/31-32 dt. 23rd Septem- 
ber, 1971 and R.O. No. F/AU/R-201859/C/40/C/31-32 
dated 23rd September, 1971 in cancelling with the 
issue of duplicate copy of the same in terms of GLI- 
10/67 dated 23rd March, 1907. 

8,0, H54, — M/s. Asian Industries. 27, Circular 
Road. Calcutta-58 was granted licence No. P/S/ 1703012/ 
C/XX/40/C/31-32& R.O. P/AU/R-201859/C/40/C/31- 
32 dt. 23rd September, 1971. They applied for duplicate 
Customs purposes as well as Exchange Control pur- 
poses copy of licence and R.O. on the ground that the 
original of the same have been lost. It is further stated 
that they had no factory in existence and the licence 
any Customs Authorities and full value of the said 
licence & R.O. remained un -utilised. 

In suport of the contention the applicant have filed 
affidavit to the effect that the original copies of the 
(both Customs and Exchange Control) above men- 
tioned licence & R.O. have been lost and directed three 
duplicate copies of the same should be issued to the 
applicant. The original Customs Sc Exchange Control 
copy of the said licence and R.O. are hereby cancelled. 

[No. 22-31-V/A-32/NP/70-71/AU-in.] 
(Sd.) (Illegible) 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports Sc Exports, 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports 8c Exports. 

(tfijyr— t«t frwF, ^TnrRr-fFTiF ft Frcfar) 
wr^Ki 

T F F FT 24 FFFF 1971 

TraTF ST Wfo tfo ift/tTT/1703012/tft/qW ITjrt/ ' 

40/tft/31-32 foriF 23-9-71 ftjTTf 

tfr/ij ^r/*nr-20 1859 /^/ 40 /^/^ 

31-32 fTFTF 23-9-71 tft TftTfT^F Fpf- 

Ttrtfr t% tjt frfrm frmor Tftnrt Ft ’ 

TFT FTFT FftT TT^r 5rrf-lo/67 ftiFT*” 

23/3/67 % wtoit qft spj^rfr t%fKV 

FF^ FT I 

'TCTo 1154. — TP?>sft rrfFTF 27, TFFF 

XTZ FFFTrT-53 Ft FTTT'T Tfo 'ft/rr^/ 1 7030 1 2/?ft/ 
TW q«RT/40/Tft/31-32 TTTT fFTTf TT^l Tfo^t/lT 
'TTF-2018 59/Tft/TTW^FT/40/Tft/3i:32fTFlF 23-9-71 
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pffPT f^rr Tyrr q- | ?At frjrf TTTTS1 tfY 

*pjM? wp Efrnf q^sfr srtr ^rr M^rm fawN 
8'fcnff % far* STTEITT T r fW £ % JTN srf^Ut 
Jit ^ 1 smr zmrm im | % urn htt^th feft ^ 
srifETFirr % qrn tst^ ^ 'pwett tint nh^t 
cr«rr fr^r# tn%^i % tY *pt stoU srjfr w 
trt «rr 1 

ir^r % ^rmfir ir *rreTv Y n? narrY jit i?m t;* 
?rf%H fW | fo TPTW sftT frgT^ STT^ETl ^ JRT 

srfcrat (?>flf tfHrFpfr *r nf *rsIY siYt ttctt 
Jffw) *aY ni | sfk frr%T7i forr smu | 'ft 

snjfafa srfouf TrrfV ^ srpft- ’Edfjtr i 
HTST7% tfk fTfTf 5TI^1 *tY ’TH ffmr-^ VTq' 

’JffT fafarR ffTO'^N SlffTUT TITT^^TT ^TTcfr f I 

[»TW 22-3 1-5/Yt/ 32/ll['T < fY/ 7 0 — 7 I /D[ JJ-3] 

fa) 

?TRTTT?fn: rPm 

?nm »js*r fajr?rer, sTraTr-f^fa 1 

(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

Iron & Steel Division 

ORDER 

Calcutta, the 9th December 1971 

Order cancelling the (i) original of both Exchange 
Control Purposes copy and Customs Clearance Pur- 
poses cop v of import licence No- P/5/8219236/ 77 
OR/38/C/31-32/O0/3O/ADL, dated 20th March , 
1971 and (if) orzpiTYaZ Customs Clearance Purposes 
copy of import licence No. P/S/8219237/K/ML/ 
38/C/31-32/06/30/ADL, dated 26th March, 1971 in 
connection with the issue of duplicate copies of the 
same in terms of G.L.I . No. 10/67 dated 23rd 
March , 1007. 

S.O. 1155. — M/sf, Ambika Iron Bucket Mfg. Indus- 
tries, Knrta Bazar, Chapra, Bihar, were granted 
import licences No. P/S/8219236/T/OR/38/C/31-32/ 
Ofl/30/ADL, dated 20th March, 1971 for Rs. 20.738 from 
R-P.A. and No. P/S/8219237/R/ML/38/C/31-32/06/ 
30/ADU dated 20th March, 1971 for Rs. 31,678 from 
UK/Xndla Maintenance Loan, 1909 for Import of (D 
Prime B. P, Sheets 3.10 mm to 0,03 mm thickness and 
(ii) Prime M. S. Plates Semi Killed & Chequered 5 mm 
and abov- thiskness for manufacture of Agricultural im- 
plements such as Kudari bramfar donga. They have 
applied for duplicate copies of the above quoted 
licences on the ground that the original of the same 
have been misplaced. 

In support of the contention, the applicant has filed 
one Affidavit to the effect that the original copies of 
the above quoted licences have been misplaced, I am 
satisfied that the original Exchange Control Purposes 
copy and Customs Clearance Purposes copy of the 
licence No. P/S/8219236/T/OR738/C/31-32/06/30/ 
ADI„ dated 26th March. 1971 for Rs. 20.738 and Cus- 
toms Clearance Purposes Copv of the licence No. P/S/ 
8219237/R/ML/38/C/31-32/06/30/ADL, dated 26th 
March, J971 for Rs. 31.07R have been misplaced and 
direct that duplicate copies of the same should be 
issued to the applicant. The original of both Exchange 
Control Purposes copy and Customs Clearance Purnns°s 
copy of the licence No. P/S/8219230 /T/OR/38/C/31- 
32/00/30/ADL, dated 20th March, 1971 and original 
uCstosms Clearance Purposes copy of the licence No. 


P/S/8219237/R/ML/38/C/31-32/06/30/ADL, dated 
26th March, 1071 are hereby cancelled. 

[No, JC/I&S/II/06/ Addl./30,] 
M. S. PURI, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Export*. 

( *£sr wma-fiRfa m vrjtfsrr) 

5 *ira nrum 

WMST 

VHTm, 9 fsinTT 1971 

farm: — (l) srnflfa tfo ift/lTJT/8 2 1 9 2 3 6 /tr/tfmxj 
38/tft/ 3 1-32/06/30/lJ tJH f^PTfa 26-3-71 

*J!TT faftqtT «fk tffaTCJWF fcfrrcft 

srfoff sfr ( 2 ) tic. qY/tT^r/ 

8219237 /HTT/ipr (T5r/38/lft/31-32/06/30/tT#^qH 

ftriNi 26-3-71 ST%«F> 

io/67 rknl^ 

23-3-67 % qHfTTT ^ Srfrra+ 5TRY 

^ ^sfPyd I 

*r> 1155 — ?r4«fr- 

^■o srrsTTT, IVjtt tT srftr 

( l) 3.10 

yiT IpT % 0. 63 pilHT STITT ^ToqYo 

err ( 2 ) 5 trq qrtM^T iffelf 5TI# q*Toqffo 

^ w wrr ’TJi ^ ^!iwr?r % 

fnq srTCTcr fl'/tnr/a 2 1923 c/^/jft/’TrT/ 

38/^/31-32/0 6/30/^ f?5TW 26-3-71 JJCT 

20,738 sfhC Jj;otTo/VTn?r 1969 ?T 

?f o<ft/i^/8 2 3 9 2 3 7/«TTT/<Fr tpr/3 8/*ft/3 1-3 2/ 
06/30/1T tt tpx f?^rnp 26-3-71 «J5*r 31/678 
f^TT qTT n I grpftpT 

srfMf % fHq w trrarr tt fw | sriYmt 

ft f i 

jtt fsp*rr srfairr 

jYirff i 'fY/y»T/ 8219236/ 

^Y/flY tnr/ 38 /^/ 3 1 / 32 / 06 / 30 /^^^,^^ 26-3-71 

jtttt 20 , 738^0 OTwrsftT 

ftTTrraYfnTfH^tfY Tfrrn' nV ft j^j 8219237 / 
?TF/t^ tT^ef/3 8/?fY/3 1 - 32 / 0 6 / 30 /cr tr?r 
26-3-71 1JPJT 31,678^0 ^Y ^ f^THY ^HT 

tf^sjY srfYr stfirfi jY Jif | ?tY x fnYrr f 

sffr ^ ^tY jhWt nf^r 3 \tti qft Nr^Y ^Tfjn 1 

#0 qY/lTTr/8219236/t?f/ m NT^/38/Tfr/31-32/06/30/ 
IT ON, fiFrtT 2 6-3-71 m f H ^ST f^OT 

?tYt fmifr f^rWr wmY srfrmt srk 
>ft/iTTr/82192 37/i51TT/iTTr ^/38/Ht/31-32/06/30/n- 
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ff fariF 26-3-71 Ft qfap(r?F faroft Frtf qRpqr 

qfa T i q?r xnfr % 1 

[ffo ^ qf/qr£ T'rs 17^/2/06/^0/30] 
*1*1© tTTfo yx\ } 

~n jjw ^rprpr-f^Rfrr 


(Office of the Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi , the 14 th December 1971 

S.O. 1156. — The Oil and Natural Gas Commission, 
Tel Bhavan, Dehradun were granted licence No, G/A/ 
1037490/R/ AX/ 3G/H/27-28, dated 3rd March, I960, 
against V Exim Credit for import of Hydro Carbon 
Mixtures etc. valued at Rs. 3,164. They have now 
requested for the issue of duplicate copies of the licence 
on the ground that the original licence in duplicate has 
been lost. It has been further reported by the licensee 
that the licence was lost after the utilisation of Rs. Nil 
and that without having been registered with any Cus- 
tom Authority. 

I support of their contention the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that 
the original licence No. G/A/ 1037490 dated 3rd March, 
1069, in duplicate has been lost and directs that a dupli- 
cate (both copies) of the licence should be issued to 
them. The original licence is cancelled, A duplicate 
licence is being issued, separately. 

TNo. Cent./474/68.69/PLS/B.] 
SARDUL SINGH, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

for Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

(ij*nr fjpisw wrera-fairffl ft Fi^f wq) 

qffalft, 14feqTOT 197 1 
r^To ifto 1156.-- qqT TTCjfqF <fq qPTtq, ^ 

mph, Ft 5 Ffae % ^ 

*?qrfe % sr^mr % fan 3 i 6 4 vfa ft hf Hr^qfa 

IT Tfr fal 103749 o/^TT 3 o/^/ 27-28 farfF 
3-3-19 6 9 f^tfrcT fW qqr qr I qn$q Ft ST^faFi 

nfWf % fat ?q itrrarn: qr qrqjrr faqr | fa ^%fq if 
qr^'q 1 1 qrjq quirt jtti fa ^ ^fa 

ffa q^r % fa qr$tfq fast qt fftqrvrjTF faufat % qrq 
qTTJTT fsRl fa ^qfa fa^ fal ijft Ft ^NTT | I 

qqif ffa % TO 1 ! if fasF ^ ^ WT«T *JW Slffa 
fnrsrr £ i fat^qfat q§«£ t fa qqfafq if mvfit 

^fr/^/l 037 490 ffaF 3-3-69 Ft 
fa faq fa § fa s®$nnphr Ft ■sT-rfafr (faf faqf) 


qfr far Ft ^rr^fr fa^cr i qq qfaq Tf faT qrar f 1 
fafa qrsqq qqq if fat far ^rr t?it % i 

[ T $71 »f Zj 4 7 4/ 6 8/ 6 9/faq 

qq-q^q fajfF' qrqRT-fqfa' 

far qw ffa*F sqiqTq-fqqrq i 


(Office of tfie Chief Controller of 
Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Neio Delhi J the 2nd February 1972 

S.O, 1157. — M/s, Auto Rental Service, New Delhi-1 
were granted an import licence No. P/A/1320693/C/ 
XX/35/11/30-31/ILS, dated 23rd May, 1970 for Rs, 3,000 
(Rs. three thousand only). They have applied for 
the issue of a duplicate copy of the said licence on the 
ground that the original licence has been misplaced. 
It is further stated that the licence was registered with 
the foreign post office. New Delhi and utilised for R#. 
1500 (Rs. one thousand and five hundred only), 

2, In support of this contention, the applicant has 
filed an affidavit. I am accordingly satisfied that the 
licence has been lost. Therefore, in exercise of th© 
Powers conferred under sub-clause 9(cc) of the Imports 
(Control) Order 1955 dated 7th December, 1955 ai 
amended, the said original licence No. P/A/1326003/C/ 
XX/35/H/30-31/ILS dated 23rd May. 1970 issued to 
M/s. Auto Rental Service, New Delhi is hereby cancel- 
led. 

3. A duplicate copy of the said licenc© is being issued 
separately to the licensee. 

[No, 24-H/AM-71/ILS/3833,] 
K. N. KAPOOR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

[*w ffaw wrmq-fqqfa ft FTUfa) 

<TT%9T 

q$ fawfr, 3 qrrrtf 1972 

1 qft 3,000#(^ qT^)qq^F ^TPTTcr 

Tim qt/q/ 1326 69 3/^/crW 3 sj^j 3 0- 3 l/wrf 

farfa 23-5-7 0 fan qqT «IT I ?n^- 

tfsr qff ‘ffjrpqfq qfcf % fair W qr Vli^T faqr 

I f% ■qwrqpq ffwli ^T^rfr irrr 

^fr ^qrqr q^rr ^ fa ^ ■5rr^^ t r fqqfq Trqrq^, 
if qsftF^r qTqqTqT W «fT sfa i,500 mi 

? ft^irr^)Ffaqi;^q : FT^i>T faqr qqr «rr i 

2. gq^w uv % wfq Jf srt^F ^ to tt 
Ttfqro fan $ i ^ttohr:, q jf fa ^ q^qq ^rt 
qqr | i itqfa’T. qnqq (faqq) 1 9 s 5 fafa 
7-12-55 ft toto 9 (qfar) % qqfaq qfa- 
FTTf FT q'fTq FT W iT'fq qp qi 5?q qWT fl/q/ 1326693 
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/ 35 /CT^r/ 3 0-31 23-5-70 

aft sfasft wnft t^r wfw, w$ fc?sft *rr wrfr fw 

wwt «rr, tr^sm %wt wtwt £ i 

3 . 3 w itHt wnnfa smft 

qft www % wnfr qft on x{\ 1 1 

4 ^w- 7 1 /wr$ qw ijw 3533 ] 

TT JTWf f?W5PF, WTqTW-fawfc I 


(Office of th„ Chief Controller of Imports & Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delliij the 19 th February 1972 

S.CL 1158— The Chief Electrical Engineer, Assam 
State Electricity Board, shillong were granted an im- 
port licence No. G/HP/2075590/R/IB/25/C/H/25/CU- 
II dated 18th August, 1087 fc^ Ra. 35,390/- (Rupees 
thirty five thousand three hundred and ninety only.) 
They have applied for the issue of a duplicate Customs 
Purposes copy of the said licence on the ground that 
the original Customs Purposes copy has been lost/ 
misplaced. It is further stated that the original Cus- 
toms Purposes Copy was registered with Bombay Cus- 
toms and utilised partly. It was utilised lor Rs 32,695 
and the balance available on it was Rs. 2,695 only. 

2. In support of this contention, the applicant has 
tiled an affidavit. I am accordingly satisfied that the 
original Customs Purposes Copy of thu said licence has 
been lost. Therefore, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred under Sub-clause 9(CC) of the Imports 

(Control) Order 1955 dated 7th December, 195? as 
amended, the said original Customs Purposes Copy 
of the licence Nc. G/HP/2O7550O/R/IR/25/C/H/25/ 
CG-II dated 18th August, 1907 issued to The Chief 
Electrical Engineer, Assam State Electricity Board, 
Shillong is hereby cancelled. 

3, A duplicate Customs Purposes Copy of the said 
licence is being issued separately to the licensee. 

[No. CG-II/HEP/A-H/07-68-] 

I. A, RASHID, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

(<m wHrTfi-fairfft jrrctfww) 

wrist 

i9, nrcwft, 1972 

1 1 ss^ i'jflPwr, *rw w%- 

fwft wti, fawn trw vum w<> 

20755 90/wrc/WTf ^/25/?ft/q^/25/tft oft-2 farfa 
18—8—6 7, 35, 390W° WTOT) 

^ fatr ITTTH faqr WT «TT I ift iffaT 

farreft gfci qft w^fafa % f^wwTOTrwwfatFrfaTTt 
fa tjw tffaT itop fawrcft sfa wt w$ t/wwrww ifr ^ t 
^ tfv fawr wt | fa 5jw tffaT farnfr srfw 
wrfw, ®r 'fafan ftnf «fr wk 


wifav swfa fawr wr «it i ?wwt wwk 32 , 695^0 wrer 
% WT faWT «TT Sfk W W 7 TW 5 k imrfaj 2 6 95 
Wo ifTW «ft I 

2. ww (fa %■ www it wrtsw ^ tyw nrw j n wifaw 

faWT I I (T^flTT, if fa W^rT qft Ijw tfatT 

f^nwf Jtfa raft wff $ 1 ^wfaw, WT-wfaffaw wittier 
(fatwtw) WTkl, 1955 fatfa 7-12-1955 *pt WTOTTt 
% wwnfajrew WfETWT^ WT Wfa WT# =tffa 
^flfwwr, ww tdw wtw, fawtw 

*rr! WRt fair ^ wr?#w tfo eft/iTw c ff / 20755 9 o/wr/ 
Wt£ ^t/25/?ff/^W/25/?ft' 5ff-2 farfa 18—8—1 967 ^ff 

ww JJW tffaT vm? faprcff 5tfa ^ tit OTTefr 1 1 

3 . ww wr?#w *ffa fattHff srfa *tff w^fafa 

wr^rmrfi wfa ww % wrff ^ wr wsft 1 1 

[Wo Tffo ^ffo 2/tTW f 14/67-68] 

Wt^o IT 0 

Wl TO WTWTct-farfW I 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 24th February 1972 

v S.O. 1159. — Whereas by the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Labour and Reha- 
bilitation (Department of Labour & Employment) 
Ho, S.O. 3379, dated the 30th August, 1971, the Central 
' tovernment had declared the iron ore mining industry 
to be a public utility service for the purpose of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), for a 
period of six months from the 4th September, 1971; 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that public interest requires the extension of the said 
period by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of sec- 
tion 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby declares the said indus- 
try to be a public utility service for the purposes of 
the said Act for a further period of six months from 
the 4th March, 1972. 

[No. F. S. 11025/5/72-LR.L] 

*TO W'fa'VWfa WWTWW 
’(WW TfaiTTYfamw) 

wf 11 1672 

WTo Wf° 1159 W: WHR WWR % «IW 

wft warw (w wk TfawTT fkm) <r 

wfa^rwr wwr wra wro 3376 crrf)5r 30 ihrw, 1971 
5TTT krwwnp wn>r wfa'tfwfwTw 
wfilfww, 1947 ( 1947 *PT 14) ifr Wkpff % 

4fadH X, 1971 WHT^WTHTWfEf 

5twt wriwa fawr «rr 1 
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iTrT: ^2TPT ^ | % 3W ’FUTi^fET 

%{\k sm? ®: % faJr mm <3rnrr wfar 

%r Sr ft 1 

*kt:, *re, sftsrtfw fa^rc ?rfafrm, 1947 (1947 
14) spt krtt 2 % (s) % gw>¥ ( 6) % 

sm 5TTTT Trf'PTTf STifl^T $4 HTfTT ^5TarjTTT 
3'5rl 7 T 4»r t-it srfirfH^iT % nTfDr-rf % f$i3r 4 *rr^, 
19 72%?flT?rT4'^: JiT’T # ^Rfa *T>F '-mtrft 
Sr^rr sftfTfr rr^r ft 1 

[^TT ^-U02S/5/72-<THo ®[T^I] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi , the 17 th January 1972 

S.O. 1160. — Whereas an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the Central 
^ank of India, New Delhi and its workmen repre- 
sented by the Central Bank Employees Union, Delhi; 

And, whereas the said employers and workmGtt 
have by a written agreement in pursuance of the 
provisions of sub-section (1) of section 10 A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), agreed to 
refer the said dispute to arbitration by person 
specified therein, and a copy of the said arbitration 
agreement has been forwarded to the Central Gov- 
ernment; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of 
sub-section (3) of section 10A of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby publishes the said arbi* 
tration agreement which was received by it on the 
6th January. 1972. 

Agreement 

(Under Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947) 

Between: 

Names of Parties: 

Representing employers — Shri M. L. Bhalla, 
Chief Agent, Central Bank of India, Parlia- 
ment Street, New Delhi. gli 

Representing the workman . — Shri Tara Chand 
Gupta, General Secretary, Central Bank 


Employees Union, Central Bank Building, 
Chandni Chowk, Delhi-6. 

It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer 
the following dispute to the arbitration of Shri V. F. 
Gupta, Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) 
Shram Shakti Bhawan, Raft Marg, New Delhi. 

(i) Specific matters in disputes . — “Whether on 
the basis of the duties performed by Shri 
*M. P. Jain, Assistant Head Cashier, at IBC 
Cash Counter of Chandhi Chowk, Branch, he 
is entitled to be designated as -a Head Cashier, 
and, if so, to which category of Head 
Cashiers he should be classified." 

(ii) Details of the parties to the dispute includ- 

ing the name and address of establishment 
or undertaking Involved .— Management of 

Central Bank of India, Parliament Street, 
New Delhi and Central Bank Employees 
Union. 

(iii) Total number of workmen employed in the 
undertaking , — 240. 

(iv) Name of the union f if any representing the 
workman in question.— Central Bank Em- 
ployees Union. 

(v) Estimated number of workmen affected or 
likely to be affected by the dispute .— 1 (one). 

We further agree that the majority decisions of the 
arbitrators shall be binding on us. 

The arbitrator shall make his award within a 
period of 2 months or within such further time as 
is extended by mutual agreement between us in 
writing. In case the award is not made within the 
period aforementioned, the reference to arbitration 
shall stand automatically cancelled and we shall be 
free to negotiate for fresh arbitration. 

Witnesses: 

1 . Sd/- Uligible. Representing 

2. Sd/- Illigible. Employer. 

Sd/- M. L. Bhalla. 

Representing workman 

Sd/* Tara Chand Gupta. 


[No. L. 12013/1/7 1-LRIII.] 


1 7 omfr, 1972 

*;to Eflo 1160: — fW*wr srfif^rfiw 


sfk wfi r finw , 1947(1947 io-v ^tmr 

( 1) % w: sqfrcprf % w fw* ^ % fm t ftraftrcr vrrc ^ ftror 

-3^1 tffafcpTfT RTTT 10-V nJWiU ( 3 ^ % 5 f ^ ^ 

e 1 972 fwr «tt, wjttt snrafara $ 1 




tTOtarof to qfafafaro tottT «sft ^r-o rr^-o toit, jtto ^rfaroif, 4 ^r to ^tt. sTtot, 

Mll<?mi*i<i qif TRe?ft I 

«P*mt TO afflf'lffTPT TOR to :- Jsft TOTT TO TORT, TOTTrfVTO ^ $T TOTTOt afTOR T 

% fsrf?T*T, TOTOft R^T, fTOft-6 

T8ff e t>l <f % ^VM" fi^fafaci wfeffiTO fTOT? TO rr^Sni ’‘-ft TO°qto J^clT, ETTOftTO *PT RTOTOT (TOTOTO 5fiT Tf"TO 
*m, vft to, af fefr % totojt % faq firffunr to to tor fron - tot & i 

(it fafTOro frorTOro fro — "ror TO q*ro fro to, rto Wp, -arTOr TOr tort 

TO wfo TOo TO° TOro Parser to: to: t| to*t % qrsrir 

to, tot TOTOsaT % to if fqnr to $tor 

t, TOt TO? ?t, at w T'nfTOr % faro to? if to TOf?ro 
faro toto 'arff^r 

(jit fw? % tottoTO to faroR farroif srorfftro wttto ttjr to sttt, o'ferr, qr fro to s£te. TO faTOt % w>5 *tto i 
jtt roqror to tot wk tot TO TOTOfaro t:- * TOr 

4 >=?r tottoR if fa to 

(iiit ^ttot if fH^ftftsrcr TOtroTO TO §rttTOt :- 240 

(ivt TO? TOf TO SPTTTO TOTTOTO TO TOTOTOTO? TORT ?t tf$ST % TOTrTO TOTOm I 
at 3TOTO TOT I 

(vt frore am toTOto ro Throro: srinfro ?TO roro 1 (<rTO 
qnfqrp’t TO STTOf’TO a TOT :— 


5 *r ^ TO? tott tott $far ^ro^TO TO to 4 tot to fafaroro to to: *tr«tot TOtt i 

'Error qRR TO roro TO TOrorf^ % TOtr *rr sTO TO? toto % TOaR TO ^rot TOr qirrofror farfacr qJTR 
airr tot, i, ott qrorofa % tort 'to a^t ftar ^ to totottt % farq *ro: xi $\ TO?qr 
<flt {JTT To TTTTOTO % ftrq TOT^tcT «TRtT qff fHf I 

ftratrorf qrr qfafafsrro tor an% 

TOfff : 5 ° (TO° t^T° ^TOTT ) 

1 - ? 0 /- 3 *^ TO%Rt TO qfqfafEiR TOTO TOir 

2 ^o/- f° tott to <f ar 


[fl« qro— 12013/1/7 1— T^r *» Too III] 
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New Delhi , the 22nd January 1972 

S.O, 1161 . — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the State Bank of Patiala 
and their workmen in respect of the matter specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by section 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section 
(11 of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby cons- 
titutes an Industrial Tribunal of which Shri P. P. R. 
Sawhney shall be the Presiding Officer, with head- 
quarters at Chandigarh and refers the said dispute 
for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

Schedule 

Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of Patiala in terminating the services of Shri 
Mohinder Singh, Armed Guard at their Doraha 
Branch with effect from the 8th May, 1968 is justified? 
If not, to what relief is he entitled? 

[No. L. 12012/94/7 1/LR, III.] 
srtftwft, 22 SRTfl, 1972 

UTo 1161.— *T5D ^ 'XR ^ 

■8 H R 4 1 H RhR % HR ^ HR 

qferraT % HHIRH RRjRT hR 't>4'4TO 

% inp sfreftfRfi Rhtc R<am<i | ; 

HR TT: sf»fjR YR qff RRfaflfa’H' 

fafftR «pr>'fr ^yrR tthttI' % i 

ht m, if iff i Utt triErr^m, 1947 (1947 

!irr 14) 7ft smcr 7-n *fR ’Jrir 1 0 tfr Ywrcr(i)^ wz 

(sr) jnr srR jfT, ^tR yrhy 

tTf? sfhr'rRT srrsr^Rr HfeY qvRf ftrw 

qRrfR HpRfrrr nt hr 'fro srrro 1 RtWi 

yryh hsRt f xRr h“R Y ' T fRR R HRrrfRF 
STfRFRT *pt rtrRiRjR'T % f r R tYSiVf'T “P'Rf t I 

JR, nR af qr ITT 'ifYHRTT ^ T?-T H IY SpRt 
|ct^i xt f' sfr r rr^?’i F f?, TR’sT Hi'? 4ft Y-iR 8 if? 
1963 Y YH".T XTCH 4 ?t W - RxRl - i ftf^T | ? Hfe 
; r|f err 4'? R? TJXW <61 ip' - r * 1 

[Ho R-T- 12012/94/7 l-HT-T OTTpII)] 

New Delhi, the 24 th January , 1972 

S.O, 1162. — Whereas the employers in relation to 
the Chartered Bank Kanpur and their workmen re- 
presented by the U.P. Bank Employees 5 ' Union, Kanpur 
have jointly applied to the Central Government for 
reference of an industrial dispute that exists between 
them to an Industrial Tribunal in respect of the de- 
mand set forth in the said application and reproduced 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the persons applying represent the majority of 
each party; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7A and sub-section (2) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby constitutes an Industrial 
Tribunal of which Shri Aftab Ahmad shall be the 
Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Kanpur, and 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said 
Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Demand for payment of allowance to ledger 
keepe rs of Savings Bank Department at Rr,, 40/- per 
month from the 10th March, 1965 to the 4th Septem- 
ber, 1970 as permissible ta head clerks under appen- 
dix B to Chapter V Part I Sec.I(XI) (i) of the Bi* 
partite Settlement. 

[No, L.12025/2/72/LR. UI.l 
1972 

* 6 To WTo 1162-RY: %^R TR $ 

YYR3* H^fV t RRRm fwff % HT* H YT£Y sfcfT, 

wrj* % snreRRr % RhRpR hR yy% qRu rrOi % 

HR" OR fHTR f^RTHR 

%HfR H 1 + 1 XW pRK R HfRpni 1 ! 5 ! % 
fn 9 Refold +<'11 RwmW n J 

HY: HY, HWlPlTi fy Ul -M H , 1947 ( 1947 

stt 14) ^rmrr 7-^sfrrHRr io^ytoixt ([) 

(«r) srt srh Hfwnf ^tt srifR ^ |^, htfr 
nr^SRT R6 nfw £, f^T% qkr- 

YR ’rfimft «fr VFtidN gR, fTTTRT IJ'RTTR 

4TR5T 5RT ?lK 3W f%YR R T31Y wf&’fTTvr RRfRRR 

% Rn Mfer «PT^V t I 

■+ «\ 

«rrar fwr, ^rt vsd; crR R ht#h ottt srffr- 

10 rR 1965 ^ 4 ffRRT, 1 9 7 0 cW, : #HT 
hrrR % *TRR 5 HR 1 m 1 (xi) (j) =6 
nfriw (ar) ^Fr wJR RR^r R nn 

sR wxrR ^ hr 1 

[ho Rr- 12025 / 2 / 72 /HH hr (III) ] 

New Delhi, the 17th February 1972 

S,0. 1163. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
Dehri Rohtas Light Railway Company Limited, Dal- 
mianatgar and their workmen in respect pf the mat- 
ters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute lor adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
(No, 1) Dhanbad, constituted under section 7 A of the 
said Act 

Schedule 

“Whether the mangement of Messrs Dehri Rohtas 
Light Railway Company Limited, Dalmia- 
nagar i s justified in not paying full wages to 
their workman Shri Bhajan Ram, Watchman 
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for the period of suspension from 29th July, 
1970 to 17th December, 19707 If not, to what 
relief the workmen is entitled?” 

[No. L-41012/1/72-LR.III.] 

S. S. SAHASRANAMAN Under Secy. 

iff 1 7 RTRff, 1972 

RTo WTo 1163: — RR: ^ 1 - 1 RY TJR 

I fR tr% ^ fafafaz %■ Rft 4 r# 

5^- rI?rtr rttr ^rr Rroft, Mrs?, RiRfoRT rrt, 
R mu fy if R«^i4 faRtRRf Vli RHi "fiJeu 0" % ®Tl l '*( 
RVsfrfRR faRTR f^anrnr 

jffT RR: TOR RRR faRIT Rf JRiMrR % 

faq fafPiiR Rfr.r RT^ftR HRwft | ; 

wr:, vr , sfailPiR faRTR RftrfRRR, 1947 ( 1947 
RR 14) Rt 5JTTT 10 *flr RISK! (i) % (r) M 

JTRR wfwfr RT 5RflR RTSf ^TT, %RftR RRRTR qRSBHT 
3TO fRRis rY r^tr srfirfRRR aft rttt 7-r % r^ir r^r 
tfrrf R fKRK wWffRR RfRRUR (Ro 1 ) SRRPT, 9 1 

RlRfR^RR % fftq fadflifTR RRft ^ I 

VHTtft 

RTT RR$ ({qO ft(fdlR -If&'i ^TR Rifiii*, 

RRR % RRRJ R^fR RT, 5n% R>fRTT *ft RRRTTR, 
Rf PlHHR Rt ?Rf£T 29 RRT$ 1970 ft 17 
foRTRT, 1 970 RR % fftq RR^ff R i*RT ^RTRlfRR RT ? 

Rfa Rift ?fr rrrtt fRR wfjRtR rt ?rrtt £ ? 

[Ro 0,N— 41 012/l/72—qR° RTT° III] 

qRo itro ffgSIRTRR, WI RfRR I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

Sew Delhi , the 18 th February 1972 

S.O. 1164. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees' Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, aiffer making necessary 
enquiry Into the matter, hereby specifies, with effect 
from the 1st July, 1970 the estahllshmAht known as 
Messers Des&i and Associates, 112, Sion Matunga Estate, 
Sion (East) Bombay-22 for the purnoses of the said 
proviso. 

LNo. S.35017/39/71~PF.II(ii).] 

(«tr (fir fir ;tr) 

RffcRft, ISRTRft, 1972 

RJo RTo 1 164- — %^R RTRlR RRRlfr Rfa«R fRftr 
fRRT ?RR fRfsr SffafRRR 1952 ( 1952 RT 19 ) R?f 
RRJ 6 % RRR TOfR 3TTT RRH VrfRRRY RT lUffR Rtft gTT, 
RTRTJ fRRR R RTTOR RTR Rfft % RSRTR 1 5 [Rt£, ] 970 
ft *f RR ^Rlt TO RftYfftqRR, 1 1 2 fRRf RRjRT fRRT 


( R^Rt-22 RTRT RRTRR RR^aKT RTO RTR^F 

^ ^ ft-TR feffR^ ^ I 

1-Ro fRo 2 (jj)] 

S.O. 1165, — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Nathani Handling and Transport Company, 
Adjoining Vidya Vihar, Railway Station (West), Bom- 
hay-77 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees' 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act. 1952 
(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of January, 1971. 

[No, S.35017 (45) /7FPF.II(i) .] 

VTo Wfo 1 1 6 5- — RR: foffa RTtfR iRt R^ IRfTR ftRl 
% fa RR# RRTRf fsfRR TO ^TRfflR RTo RTRTrrfRR fTO 
fR?R, fafa (t^R), TOf-77 RrRRTRTTRR R*R£ 
fRRTOT ^ftT RTOTfTRf RJRSRI FR RTR RR RfTRcT f> 
R^ | fRT RRRTft RfTO fRfR RRR fRftl RfR- 

fRRR 1952 ( 1 9 52 RT 19) ^ RTOR R^R ?RIRR spt RT\ 
ff37 RTR Rlf^T ; 

SIR:, RR, RTO RfRftRR SJT7T 1 ^ RRRTTT ( 4 ) 
RTU RRtT RlRRRf RR RRlR RTT^f fr %^R R73FR RRR 
RfkfRRR % RTOR RRR REfTRR RT RR^RTTT RTR RT'ft | I 

R5 RfR^RI 1971 RRR^ % RRR fRR Rl RRtT 
^ RRlfl RTipf[ I 

[Ro 35017(45)/ 7 l-'ff o tJR° 2 (i)] 

S.O. 1166. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Central Bank Staff Canteen, M. G. Road Fort, 
Bombay-1 have agreed that the provisions of the Emp- 
loyees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act 
1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable In the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of December, ]97fi. 

[No. S-35017 (68) /7 1 -PF.1L] 

RTo WTo U66. — RR: %^R R7RTC Rt Rif RcftR 
^TRl $ fc ^R^ R 1 jR #R ^RTR R?hK RRo TfR, 
R[^, TOf-1 RPTR *R1RR R RPRJ fRRtRR tffa, 
RRRlfVff ^ R^RSRT W RIR RT R$RR ^ R^ t fo 
RRRTd RfTO fRfR ^RIR iRfR RfsrfRRR 

1952 ( 1952 RT 19) % RRRR R4R RRTRR R[ 

RRJ fRir 5TRf RT%[ ; 
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SKT:, W, srfafaJHT sift NPJ I %T ^TKTnT ( 4 ) 

STH 5 PTH *PT JT^Hl ^ ^ 

wfafarnr % wet rtfft qrt vrnr vr^* 

*T? 5|fa^RT 1 970 % % 3 1*1 faFT *PT ITCH 

tf+lffi' sifILNfV I 

[ffo 350l7(68)/71-4to t^o 2 ] 

S.O. 1167, — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Keshavala Talakchand, India House, 2nd Floor. 
Opposite General Post Office, Bombay including it T < 
branches at (a) 8, Kondi Chetty Street, Madras -1, (b) 
261/02, Sakharpeth, Solapur, have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of March, 1971. 

[No. S.35017/73/71/PF-II.] 

ifTTo ^EfTo 116 7- — dA’. % r sfY^T ^ HtfVu 

$ % sftstrr %farH, 

^fro effo tfr° % wr Timur (*) 

S-'P'lit ?frj, TRHT— 1, (*?) 261/62,^7:^3, 
^nq^T % 7TR3 fa^faPfr tffa qnfHlfFTT ^ 
<q?«W ^T^TrT TT ?> Vi £ far RT’qTfT tqfwi fafe 
nffa jtrt farR Orffer ^rfaf^PTTr 1952 ( 1 952 qrr 19 ) % 
rjq^tr ^?r sp> wnjOrT rsrfar ■qTfarT; 

icrer:, ot, srfaf*m qfr sr.rr 1 qft ■jqimr ( 4 ) 
srrr stctt urf'WTff qrr sFffa ^ %Rffa 
qfgfim % w 3»rar wh rtpt «R%t 1 1 

1971 *rNr % 3 1 * fa* 

*FnfV arTtpfr 1 

pro q;rT-350i7(73)/7i, 'ffa tt^o 2 ] 

S.O. 1168.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Rajgaon Stone Company (Private! Limited. 
138. Canning Street, Third Floor, Calcutta-1, have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of U)52J 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirtieth day of June, 1971. 

[No. S-35018/ 64/71/PF-ll.J 
EfTTo STTe 1 1 68 -— TT: TRTTT qrV-q’R rpffa oTcTT 

£ % *Ffa tpptY (trro ) farfaiir, 1 38, 

^faiT pftF, (.W# q i ft T ) — I RTTFR K 


fr’.j fWr^-p %fa q^Nifriff qfr rpj qr s?*nr 

?T hi % far TPT^rfT Rfanf fafa sffa f 4 7Td fafa SffST- 

falFT 1952 (1952 qrT 1 9 ) % F*FT RfFFT qr> RTPT 

farrr an-\ ■qTfff tt ; 

iid:, wfafaiTJT qfV srm 1 qft ttor ( 4 ) 

im tr?rr mfqdTf q?r srfw ^tt ^;pi 

«Tftlfd7m % ■? r^-ET 7<ffT q»> TTdTIRT | I 

JTf 1 97 1 % t 30%' Ft 

OTWr -FpTqr I 

[4 0 TTfT- 3 5 0 1 8 (6 4 ) / 7 l-’ft ° o 2 ] 

S.O. 1169. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known a» 
Messers Maharaja Cossim Bazar China Clay Mines (P) 
Ltd., 138, Canning Street, Calcutta-1 have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees 1 Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirtieth day of June, 1971. 

[No. S. 35018(67) /71-PF .11.] 

qiT°WR 1 1 6 <j.— tt. qr-.fw srfrr ^>rr 

£ f$F TRRT^T TfrtfaFT TTTRTR =qnfdT (Tfo 

faro, 1 38, qrTfa^T iffa, qTN^rffr-l ^qrm ¥( ^*31 

faq-'tjpr Tiftr qnf^nfWf ^rrd’ q^ ft 

*\$ t far qnr^rrft 'Tfamr fafar % ffa tuft fafa *rfsr- 

f?FFTi952 (1 952 qrr 1 9 ) % £«TFFT HT 1 ! 

farfT 5 rr% mfarr ; 

q% ara i ^qirra (4 )sm 

q;n srfatPff q-T qqTF |tT ¥T»frTT ^RT srfafaFPT 

% r?sFr «rm tth^jttt RTT^^Trft 1 1 

TT? STfar^rn 1 97 1 %r % 3 0 % fa^T =Pt ^Vf 

qxiTfraniTJft 1 

[qo tr?fo — 3501 8 (67 )jl 1— *ft» 2 ] 

S.O. 1170,— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Asiatic Oxygen Limited, Balanagar, Hyderabad 37 and 
its Depot at Kavadlguda have agreed that the provi- 
sions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family 
Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should he made 
applicable to the said establishment*, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of July, 1971. 

[No, S,35019/10e/7l-PE.II.(i)1 
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TO p TO O 117 0-TT: TOTTO TOTO T TOTOTOfTf TO4T 

& fa § ir# tffwfop to4#to fafafa, vitotot, |totok 

37 fT«rr TOTlfa-TTOT IT itto fafr TOTOT TO TOT H TOTO 
fTOtTOF ?rfa TOfarfajff 4?F '<4|TTOt ? r 4TO TO TOTOT f‘T 
*rf | fa: tottoC ^faro fVr,'sr ttR f rt«r teh fnrfy 
STfHfaTOT 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 TO 1 9 ) 'F ” iTOST HTO ?TO TO 
TO^fTOi; ^Tfern;; 

m:, TOT, TOFT Tff jfaTOT 4>T HPT 1 4?T "TORT (4 ) 
ftFT TT'TTT Hfafal TO SPTPT TOTO |tr fTTOTR 

^fafaTOT % "TTO HTO TOTTOT TO rr r^IRT HT^TOTOt % I 

to qfer^^HT 1971 # mrfa % srw fro to mpr |f 

TOTCfrmmfr I 

[40 !T?{-a5019(l06)/7L-'fi'o II (i)] 

5.0. 1171. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), the Central Government, after making neces- 
sary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies with 
effect from the 1 st July 1909, the establishment known 
as The Sohella Rice-cum-Oii mill. Panchayat Industries 
Co-operative Society Limited, Sohella, District Sambal- 
pur, Orissa lor the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 35019/3/71-PF,TI,(ii).l 

TO° TOo 1 1 7l-%H?fa TOW TOTTOft HfaTO fafa 
5)fa ^TOT fafET SrftjfamT, 1 952 (1 952TO 19)TO 

HTTT 6 % TFT TTOpF TFT HTOT Srfamff TO sfafa TOTO f rr. 
TOTH faTOT Jt TOHW 3rfa Wf % Wl^ 1 HHfa , 19 09 
$ HTOT m|TOT n?TO4RT-TrrTOT fTOT, WTO 

HTmirifV mmr rsnro ^ ^jrt w torit: 

% H'tfrST'ff %farr fafafaR wft I I 

[ifo rrg-— 35019 ( 3 )/ 7 1— *f ° fa° 2 (ii)] 

New Delhi , the 21 st February 1972 

5.0, 1172. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Calcutta Tea Chest Packers, 10B, Ramnath 
Paul Road, Calcutta-23 have agreed that the provisions 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 

by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty-first day of December, 1970. 

TNo, S. 35018(51) /71-PF.1L] 
Hf fSFSft, 21 1972 

TO° STTo 1 1 72-ift: TOTOT ifa ^ mffa ffaT 

| fa #TO? TOTTOTT it fatf, 1 0 sfaTTTOfa W TTY, 
4TOTOTT-23 TTTO TOTTO ?T sftT 


1?V ■."§ T©TT % H STTTTOTOITO fc fa 4TO4lft HfaTO 

fafa str ijRsr wr fafa wfsrfanr 1952 (1952 44 

19)% V TTOH TTO TOTTO TO HFT fam 3H4 mffa | 

TOT, 5T4, YT4 TTfafaqTT # HRT 1 4ft TTHlTf (4 ) 

?m st^tT >nfacfai 4H 5iq : m fn wt 

wrufaHT ¥ mm 4Tr T^'S'RT Hl r l T^ffC 

1 ^ y * 


srfH^mTT 1 9 7 1 % f?4T < 7 % 3 14 
ft mifft srnpfl’ i 

[Tfo nH-3501S (51 )/71-'fVon [: fi 0 2 ] 

S.O. 1173. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messers The Sunderban Development Motor Launch 
Syndicate, Post Office Canning Town, 24-PBrganas have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), should be made applicable to the said establish- 
ment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty-first day of March, 1970. 

[No, S. 35018/40/7 l-PF.ILl 

WTo WTo 1 1 73— mr: 4H TO HtYt 

fftaT % fa httt fa fatwfa mro tot m faW-r?, 

Ttro toTttt ^fmr jt^h, 2 4-totott toto wq"iTO *t 
TOq'S faHfafaf Hfa TOTTOfTOT 4^ •fg*?W!T ?*T a TO TO 
TOTO TO Tf % fa 4:4 toCT Hfaro fafsr TO f lTO HTOTO 
faftr nrfarfamr, 1952 (1952 to 19 ) % ttoto ~to 
» im fa Ht^fror atr5f mfroi; 

TTH:, TOT, oTO Hfafamr TO HFT 1 ” 3 TORT (4 ) 

ffPT TOrT srfamff TO TOTO TOTf TOsffa *PTO T TOTT 

wfsrfaTtr % mm to r ^totrt hit TOffV % 1 

to wfy^TOTT i97o mV wr4 % fan to 

|f TOifflr 3rrirjfV 1 

[40 mi T _35oi8(40)/71-'ft' 7 T-7l 

S.O. 1174 . — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs The Synthetic Glue and Chemical Industries, 
23, Lockgate Road, Calcutta-2 have agreed that the 
provisions of the Empiloyeds’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty-first day of Decemher, 1970. 

[No. S.35018(52)/71-PF.IL] 
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Ro Wl° 117 4— TO-, RifR HRT T R H? Ufat 
ifanT |? f«P flP fa #fafRH SRHifar, 2 3, 

HIRR XT%, RrFHr-2, HlHH RRH H HR5 fHHTHH 
fak RTHifafai ft V|fr«Tr sh vr t r T hshh ft h$ | fa 
RTRtfa Hfam t^TPET faR f £Hf THH fafa SnHfaHH 19 52 
(1952 R 19 ) % TTTH YR Wm TT HI^, faR HR 
RfST I 

SR, SR. «R HfafaHH HI HR! 1 ft SHETRT (4 ) 
am 5 rw h1<rrt frT sr^fm h^h ^ ftift hxhr; s*h 
sriHlmm ft h<r?h Yn rtith ft t’HSjR.T hit; H’fa 

H S 

1970 % faH«R 3 ft fan ft 

HRSfa HR?fa l j 

IJH— 35018 (53 ) / 7 1 — c ft ^85-2] 

S.O. 1175.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Hindusthan Yarn Twisting Company, 73, 
Habindra Sarani, Lilooah, Howrah have agreed that 
thee provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applieaole to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said AcL, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty-first day of December, 1969. 

LNo. S. 350 18 / 38 / 71 -PATTI. ] 

q?T° St Co 1 1 7 5-HH: %fafa HWR ft STafa gtHT 
% far HHH fjp§*HR HR fafal-SH HR fa, 7 3 , Tlfa'HH 
H^RT, faw, ^RlT “iHH HSTcHR H ffallHHT Wk 

RTHifaHTfanp-WT shstr'R.hshhsiT nf tfanfanfa 
wffam Mu hr $ 2T«f km Met HfufHHH, 1952 (1952 
HI 19)% HWH WR ft HPj; fan HR Hlfacr ; 

SR:, SR, m HfarffalH fa HRT 1 ft TI«RT (4 ) 
STCT 5RH HfacRI HI SHlH frT hrtr 

StfaffalH % ?«n<R HI IRHSR.T HIT fafa 

?. 1^ 

91 Stfa^HHT 1 969 % fa HI V 7 5f> fan ft 

RH ft HHSfa HRfa I 

[HoHH -35018 ( 3 8 ) / 71 -fa TH- 2 J 

S.O. 1176. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Lumbini Park (Mental Hospital) Doctor 
Girindra Sekhar Bose Road, Calcutta-39 have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees' Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 


This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirtieth day of April, 1970. 

[No. S. 35018(54) /71-PF.IL] 

RoRo 1 1 76 — Tk fafal IRHR ft Hb fall 
HHH HR'fa HR? (fcH STHPTTH ) HHRR fafami 
%T7 fan THTHT- 3 9 HTHH RUTH H HSfaff fafaHH 
HR RTHlffa HT HgfamT ?H SR HT HgHH ft Ht | fa 
HHHlfa farfH HR f JR RR ffafa ?rfarf%R 1 9^2 

(1952 TT 1 9 ) sfi HqHfST HR F4TR ft HHJ, fa^T HCH 

HTfa ir | 

m:, HH, W HfarfatR sfa HFT 1 ft YTtfRT (4 ') 
g-RT 5RH Hfatfat TT Tim tpft ^tt %fatf H7TT7 HR 
HfarfmiH % TRR 7q-[tR ft cth^IR HR T"'fa 

| I I 

HfsiTyHT 1970 % HHH % 30H fan ft SI^R 

HHSfa HTCTfa | 

[H° TH-35018 (54)/7J-faoCTc B _2] 

S.O. 1177. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Sachdeva Soap Mills, C-50 Maya Puri Indust- 
rial Area, Phase — II, New Delhi-27 have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees 1 Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of June, 1969. 

[No. 8/E23/70-PF.IL] 

HTo HTo 1 1 7 7— IR: H"<+R ft SRR ftHT 

$ fap H-^HT Hfa fH5H, Hi- 5 0, HRPjfa, 
tfafalT, TH-2, h| faRfV-27 HTTP RTPR % HR^ f%TRRT 

fak ffa-4iPmt ht h^hsr ihtor h^hh ft | fa? 

+4-41 {1 HfaR fafff fak fs«r ^'hr farfar sifarfaHH 1 952 

( 1952 TT 19) TOF5T H4H RTTR ft HR far HTfa 
HTf^J 

HH:, 5R, *tfErffarH 4?t HRT 1 ^ft TIHRT ( 4 ) 
STTT 5RH li l fad 41 HT TTR HTd 1 HR?TT TO 

iHfHfWT % 3W HR RFR 4?T Kl HTH HTrft | I 

1 9 69 HT HH % fa<T 4?t ^ 

HHift HRHt I 

[Ho 8/223/30-fao IT^o 2 ] 

S.O. 1178. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees In relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs M.P. Industries Plot No. 1, Meera Co-operative 
Industrial Estate, Mcera P.O-, Bhayandar, Bombay- 
68 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees' 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Funds Act, 1952 
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(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore* in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty-first day of August, 1970. 

[No. S, 35017(46) /71-PFJI.] 

*To tffo 1 1 7g— 'Ft ^ SrrfV^T 
§ % TOTO# 1JTO° TOTTO JT° 1, jfkr 

S*r£toTO 'Ttea: wk, to^-68 totop 

prom % tors PrItoto sfK qrroqTfRf ^ stgrom uto 5ttto 
qr to^jr pf | % frofe *ffc qroro 

fqfsr wfErfronr 1952 ( 1952 «pt 19 ) % torr tort 

OTPT «Ft TOT^ TOFt TOTf)^; 

5RT-', 5R, TORT srfsrfWT ETTTT 1 TOt iTO ( 4) 
5TTT 5RTO TOfaTOTt TOT WW TOR3 TOR TORT 

wfafaTOTO % wj tort rtr tot rtot3tto ^rnj^ torTT i 

ifg WfBT$TOTOT 1970 %TORTO% 31#ftTOTOt 

swT topttoT 1 

[TOo tr^-35017(46)/71-'fto ^<Po 2] 

S.O. 1179.^Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs National Halftone Company, 68-Sitaram Ghose 
Street, Calcutta-9 have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees' Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made explic- 
able to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come Into 
force on the thirty -first day of December, 1969. 

[No. S. 35018/45/71-PF.IL] 

*To WT° 117 9 — £RT: *Ft ^ 

| fro Tforefr TOtotto TOPpfr, 68-^ft^mcnr rfz, 

totototot-9 tototo wm ft ttoto fftTOtroro Tftt TO^rf-wf 

qfr 5TgTOTOTT ?TO STR TT tts^r H t TOftTOTtt TOfaw 

fftfft iffir jjr ^'tot fftfft‘wfft1ftTOTO 1952 ( 1952 TOT 19 ) 

TORR 'd*w TOTFR TOt TOT^ TOift 
WTO, *R, TOR WfftfTOTTO TOt TOTH 1 qft TORTH ( 4 ) 
ITO IRTO TOpRTOf TOT 5R>T TOt} TORftt TOR 

^ cp^jTTr Rmj; TOTff £ i 

IJ$ Wf TO^TOTT 1969 % f*TORT % 31 ^ fa* TOt SRTO 

gf TRsft toihtoT 1 

[fto qTO° 35018(45)/71-^o 1?TO« 2] 

S.O. 1180. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees In relation to the establishment, known as 
Messrs Eastern Gas Power Company, 31, Chowringhee 
Road, Calcutta-16 have agreed that the provisions of 
ttie Employees' Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1052 (19 of 1952), should be made applic- 


able to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on thirty-first day of July, 1970. 

[No. S. 35018(44) /71-PF-II.J 
TOT° WTO 1 1 8 0 — JR: qr^rp- toT JR s^ftcT ffRT 

|fTO#TO(f $RftftTO qRTTOJ-qftl, 31TOtHftftTO WTOTT-16 

'Tort rpr ft tors fftrotroro toTO rr^rf qfV ^'wt 

«ror tp | % «h4^r<i MtJ 

f^T'TTOfHfq’lTfijfTOTO 1952 (l952qTT19) 

^RT Rim «Pt WR ^ ^Tf^tr ; 

tot:, w, t3*rt srftrfroro q5t tott 1 wtirr ( 4 ) 

gTTT SRRT DI^Riq'l JPT 5RTOT qR# gTT %i^Rr fpTPR ^cT ^rf%T- 
f^TTOT % dH^ET 'd'td RTOPT *pt T^rRBTRT % I 

1970^5^ % 3 1 % fer qfr JR^T gt 

TOT?fl qrrroft' 1 

[*io 35018( 44) /71— q^o trqio 2] 

New Delhi, the 24 th February 1972 

S.O. 1181, — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees In relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Domera Concerns Dali and Oil Mills, Patamata, 
Viziawada-7 Krishna District have agreed that the pro- 
visions of the Employees' Provident Funds and Family 
Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of October, 3 971. 

[No. S.35019/10B/71-FF.IL] 

«r*T W>T *T*TRR 

(«W Wit tlW’TTt fa*TOT) 

5T$ frTOt 24 ‘P-Rff, 197 2 

flfa?|RRr 

WTo WT* 5 1181- — JR: JPRtJT TORT' TOt T? Sp^cT 

frcrr | f«P ^tot itott sm rto mm fRW, 

qTHTTOTT, fV5RRT?'-7 pSTTOT JTOrqR # TORS 
fRTPWt wtr TOffTOTfroft sgTOTOIl ?TO TO?T qr ^gTOrf 
Tlt|fqr TOTO^rtV TOfaRfafTO WiT TSR 4TOT OlfTO 
TOftjf*RTO, 19 52 ( 19 5 2 «pr 19 ) ^ TOT^'TO TOR TOTm 
TOT TO(*t fq3? TOT# TOTf?5 ; 

w?r:, tort wftrfaqR ^ totto i qfr TOqmtr( 4) 

im TOfqroff qrr srstro pto tottop" 

TOfsrfTqTO ^ TOq^tr tor f«rm *Pt to to tri % i 

m wfETTOTOTOr 19 71 Jp qr qTOT fR iPfTO 

?>TOt I 

[TO JITO350 1 9 ( 10 8) [7 l-»ft 2] 
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S.O. 1182. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Maniyankode Tarwad Kottappadi Estate, Kal- 
petta North P.O, South Wynad have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (39 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of November, 1971. 

[No. S.35019/109/71-PF.II(1).| 

<ft° sito ii 82 . — tot: %?sfar *ft sRfta 

| fa TOrtm Rtf 

TtH HTfaH, HTH*T tM? TOT*F STOTT *T HOT faH>TOF 
nfa TOfaTfafr h^hh ft h| | fa 

TOfar<t Met sflr jtot topt fafa srfafTOH 1952 

( 1952 TO 19 ) % HTTO6T HTO ^TOTH ^ far* HRT 

5Rt:, si*r, to Hfafamr *fT stro 1 qrt Hrom ( 4 ) 
am iFrtorf to totrt tort httot hto 

Hfafamr ^ ytofh hto wtto *ftT q[H *sm ht^toxtT |i 

1971 % TOTOT % far 5T*JH 

§$ hh^T ^rrtrjft 1 

[*° — 3 5 0 1 9 ( 1 09 ) / 7 1 — *ft<> <ff° II (i)] 

S.O. 1183. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the first proviso to section 0 of the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), the Central Government, alter making neces- 
sary enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies with effect 
from the 1st day of November 1971 the establishment 
known as Messers Moniyankode Tarwad Kottappadi 
Estate, Kalpetta North P.O. South Wynad for the pur- 
poses of the said proviso, 

[No. S-36O10(lO9)/71-FF.II(ii).] 
*T° WTa 1183. — ^#4 TKTOT '+'H4IU HfTOT fafa 

srK jeto 3 tot faftr HfafrorH, 1952 (1952 to 19) >fT 
urn 6 % toth m^F am toth srfanrf to jptTh to?T p 
hkts from" Sr mTOTF tor 4 * vT % mror 1 htoto, 1971 
% httort^ +")diH«T TOTT^ET TOT 

mHe *4 1 faTi , mzq tor HnrR> ptort rTT >(d s&i <r hto 
mgq? % miTroff *f froj fafafacs tostt $ 1 

[Tfo T(H-35019( 109)/71— H° fc°-2(ii)] 

S.O. 1184.— Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Kalpana Estate, Kalpetta North P.O. South 
Wynad Taluk, Kozhikode District have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 


This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of October, 1971. 

[No. S.35019(112)/71~PFII(i).] 

«TTTo *TToUS4 TOT: TOK TOffa fftU 

| fa 3 h 3 TOTOTT tfafa TO^JT TOT TtFE HTfaH HTEH 
- 3 l« faTO q^t^ffafa TOT 4 ) TrTORT % h^rs farlTOr 

Hfa TTOTfaft HfHTOT W TOT TO f 

fa tottoCT nfroq farffa sfft jetr- toh fafa wfafaHH 
1952 ( 1 952 TO 19) ^ 3TORH TO ?TORT RTf HP£ 

fan toT Trf^n ; 

tot:, hr, hto wferfanr*? qft am 1 vT TTRKr 
( 4 ) sm Rdti qrfarjrf w strTjt qmT jn ‘^'■sIr thtfit 
'S' ro ^rfirfarR % 'Ettot t<to qft n^rsm ’mfV 

I 1 

q? 1971 % % 3 1 f faq qTt 


[ho nno 3 5 0 1 9 ( 1 1 2 ) / 7 1 — tT o n^o 2(i)] 

S.O. 1185. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), the Central Government, after making necessary 
enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies with effect 
from the thirty-first day of October, 1971 the establish^ 
ment known as Messrs Kalpna Estate, Kalpetta North 
P.O. South Wynad Taluk, Kozhikode District for the 
purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S-350 19 ( 1 12 ) / 7 1-PF.II (ii) . ] 

vt° mo ii85. — vnrfar fafu 
Hfa |TO STR fcfsr HftffaTOT; 1952 ( 1952 ^19) 

am 6 % tort §m toh qrfapff 4 tt sthRi tost 

m TOT frm Tf TOTFTO TOT TOR % 1971 ^ 

% 3 1 n faT H TOTH TOTOTT TOTTEET TO$, 

'Tfe: mfan nraq fanr qfNfaTfT torf 

tw qft % n 4 fa?ff % fan Prfaftvi 

TOrft | 1 

[Ho n^°35019(U2)/71-'fto^o 2(ij)] 

S.O. 1186. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of tne 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs M. Jashbhai Patel and Company, Nlpani Post, 
Belgaum District have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Funu 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of August, 1971. 

[No. S.35019(131) /71-PF.1I.] 

VTo Vjo 1186. — 
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ikz, fYT^T t^TTH TOR F4TTO ^ RRGf ftqkRT Slk 
^NlfOTf ^ W TO TOTO stTlfr^^T- 

Rkr kkR Mar nk r?:to q-Vf^r fkfer srfsrfwr 1952 

( 1 9 5 2 RT1 9) R ^TOT i«im Rt npj fkj ^rri 

‘Rfkli 

wfr: ot, ^ srfarfknr snxi 1 fr ^tnrt ( 4) 

SRI JT^IT Eklk RT SRk "fYrf klfk *RRK TOrf 

!#W?^ YT?SI "3% T ^TTT'T RT ITT? JRT ^TRT # I 

^fa^rTi 1 97 1 % stt^t % t§% for ^ snjn $f 

smfft smnft 1 

[4° P*r-35019( 13l)l71^to-^o2] 

S.O. 1187. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Sara Valley, Kulasekharam Post Office, Kanya- 
kumari District have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) -of section I of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first dhy of August, 1971. 

[No. S.3501 9( 137 ) /71-PFTI.] 

TT° 5TT° 118 7. — TO: TOTO 3 ! TOR TO ^ 

| fa mrj M, fTOkm Rte srTfw, ^nf^ift 
faro hfrt Rim *r *R3ngr fTRTkn ?rk '+4^IVi nft 
sifWIT 5TTW r t ft: ^l(l vrffTPT 

fafa srksik fHftr 5 rfsrfkirJT 1952 ( 1952RT 

19) ^ 'd L l s l''S' 'd'TO NTJ ft'' vi) |r| -q I f{5 y, I 

Wei:, sr, -sti srfsrfkpr Rf etrt 1 ytort( 4) 
srt jrtT srft^ff sr sr?k *trfi |ir ?rrt to 

’wtttPiM+i % H M "-ET Y'td ?’R T T^T kt l^rRsTRT ?TPJ °t> <rfl ^ I 

H? *lftr^RTT 1 97 1 % *RRI % 5T«RT for k JP[tT fi 
^TRSft I 

[4° it^o 350 1 9( 137) /7 1 -^ 01 ^ 02 ] 

S.O. 1188. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messers Acetic Acid Plan 1.8.661, AzamabScl, Hydera- 
bad-20, have agreed that the provisions of the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act, to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty-first day of August, 1971. 

[No. 8.35019(151) /71-PF.IL] 


[Part II- 


fTfo ?|To xi 8 8- — TO: TOTOt RTOTT TO TO JTcfftT ?tdT 
t far krcf r^ftfro tTftr? 'to? i . 8 , 66 1 ^hhhk 
fRRK -20 TOTO RTFT wk TOT- 

^i®n w to m | ft: rh?kt 
srfaRrftfN iik tor fafer irfsTf^RTR 1952(1952 
RI 1 9) % TOtl Rim TO NTIJ fRiT 

*R:, ?R, m ufiriwi qfr ETRT 1 RI ^TEJRT ( 4) 

5RT sPTfr irfmr rt ikk ?rrr m iiftr- 

fkRT % 'dtd RITTT k 'T'T^arPTJITO’ NHT RTfft 

# *\ C\ 

% • 

iff ilfa'J’Rr 1971 % iTTOT %■ 31^ fk RT 
IRlft ! 3nTnft 1 


[ko IT^-35019( 1 5 1 ) / 7 1— ^fto^TTOo 2 ] 


New Delhi , the 25th February 1972 

S.O. 1189. — Whereas Messrs India Reinsurance Cor- 
poration Limited, Industrial Assurance Building, 
Churchgate, Bombay_20 (hereinafter referred to as the 
said establishment) has applied for exemption undei 
clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 ot the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Faanily Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 fl 9 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Govern- 
ment, the ru.es of the provident fund of the said estab- 
lishment with respect to the rates of contribution are 
not less favourable to the employees therein than those 
specified in section 6 of the said Act. and the employees 
are also in enjoyment of other provident fund benefits 
which on the whole are not less favourable to the em- 
ployees than the benefits provided under the said Act 
or under the Employees’ Provident Funds Scheme, 1952 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Scheme) in relation 
to tho employees in any other establishment of a 
similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the 
said Act, and subject to the conditions specified in the 
Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government 
hereby exempts the said establishment from the opera- 
tion of all the provisions of the said Scheme and in 
pursuance of sub-section (3) of the said section 17, the 
Central Government hereby directs that,— 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establish- 
ment shall pay within fifteen days of the close 
of the month to the Employees’ Provident 
Fund, inspection charges at the fate of 0.09 
per cent (zero point zero nine per cent) of the 
pay (basic wages, dearness allowance, retain- 
ing allowance, if any, and cash value of food 
concession admissible thereon) for the time 
being payable to the employees of the said 
cstabliTOment who would have become mem- 
bers under the said Scheme but for this 
exemption; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident 
fund contributions in accordance with the 
directions issued by the Central Government 
from time to time. 

The Schedule 

1. The employer shall submit such returns to the 

Regional Provident Fund Commissioner as the 
Central Government may from time to time 
prescribe. 

2. The employer shall furnish to each 1 employee an 

Annual Statement of Account or Pass Book. 
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3. All expanses involved in the administration of 

the Fund including the maintenance of 
accounts, submission of accounts and returns, 
transfer of accumulations, payment of ins- 
pection charges etc. shall be borne by the 
empkyer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board 

of the establishment a copy of the rules of the 
Fund as approved by the appropriate Govern- 
ment and, as and when amended alongwilh a 
translation of the salient, points thereof in the 
language of the majority of th? employees. 

f). Where an employee who is already members of 
the Employees’ ‘Provident Fund (Statutory 
Fund) or the Provident Fund of another ex- 
empted establishment is employed in his 
establishment* the employer shall immediately 
enrol him as a member of the Fund" of the 
establishment, and accept the past accumula- 
tions in respect of such employee and credit 
to^ his account. 

The employers shall enhance the rate o’f provident 
fund contribution appropriately if the rate of 
provident fund contributions for the class of 
establishments in which his establishment 
falls is enhanced under the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 
so that the benefits under the provident fund 
scheme of the establishment, shall hot become 
less favourable than the benefit provided under 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family 
Pension Fund Art, 1952. 

7, The establishment shall submit an audited 
balance sheet of its provident fund" every year 
to the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner 
within 3 months of the close of the year, 

3, No amendment of the rules of the provident fund 
shall be made without the previous approval 
of the Regional Provident Fund Comrrtftsioner, 
■where any amendment Is likely to affect 
adversely the interests of the employee, ibe 
Regional Provident Fund Commissioner shall, 
before giving his approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their 
point of view* 

[No. S. 35014(13)/ 7 1-PF.II.l 
fff ffafa, 2 5 MYfffa, 197 2 

yt° yto H8 9. — ffff fafa famr ■Ossfarn 
if km) >ii r fa fcrg, mfahr ffamr, yi fa, 

^-20 (faH MKIff TYT KTMff Yff IRT 

$)fa y^kr fffffff ffas ffV fw ff .,-ff yt, faafrffff, 

1952 ( 1 95'2 *F ' 19) ( PiKT TffY ff fl T. T TYff 

fa am 1 7 fa Kram ( 1 ) y imr 
(y) % wfa igs ^r % faff fffaffff faff 

far jut: tkyiy fa m if ffffanff fa afar fa 

<H I c| r) TYT K ImM Y r *T f'M ( -q ffffa KIT Yff ff I f* fa 

% fan; m ffaw r MR yijyt fffa I kt m Yfafaffi fa 

am 6 ff fafafaff f, far YffYrfa Y faro fafa ix 5m 
mj^ruTri; fa mt fa | fa Yfafafaf % fan fr fern 
kt afafanfa yy fffm fffa f, fa, ifa syr y ffafir 
5m % YHff iffaf % fafa fa tyt % Yfaff 

far fffafffa faffff fafa fafar, 1952 (faff mff thy 
tyt ifaff yst wr I) % ffafa fa fffa % ; 

Yff Tiff, TYT fafafaffT fa ffTTT 1 7 fa TffffYT ( l) 

wz (y) am am fafaff yt afaff Yfar fq; 


Jr ffafafar TRff y afafa Tfar fff, 

fafaff TOR m Kim fa TYT fafff % Trfa TMfffa 
% a faff ff OrTfaRT %rfr t fffa TFT ffRT 1 7 fa TMYT T 
( 3 ) y TRffm it fafaii typr m^ffm fafaff faf | 
fa — 

(y) TYT Km ff ffYS ffflYffY Tffff KT1ff 
% Tff Yffffffaf fa, faff, faff RpT 31 R 
fff far) ffr, Ti?r f#ff %■ srtrVff m«r Rt ri.i 
?fa, fffffm ^ffff % ( irryifaff 

ffffT, fffa*imr w, ffft Ttf 
fffa Tff MY SffJTlff I3KT ffaTffff Iff ffTY 
0.09 TffffffT iim STfaiRff 
^ ff faCtSTT-fflTK fflffTTO T TT" iT 

faff % fffape TOfarfy fffam fafff far; 

(mi ) Tiff ffafaff nffar f tfff fffaffTfff fa, Tfafa 
ffT+l*. 3KT ff Mff-ff ffff MY fffffffff ff ;I fafai 
ff> TTfffftY fa fa faff Tfal 1 

m^ffr 

1. ffaTYY fflfaffY/%fatff 'fffacq- ffffa 5rriJTff fa 

i faffYfafft ff^ffr faff 1 ' %faff ffYTY ffffff-TMff 
MY fa faff fffa I 

2. ffa'lffff M'fa YMffnT fa ffrrcrff Yffr-faKT 

ffff Miff fY fftffT I 

3 . fafa % ffirrffff, faff^r ffiffrfa Yr ffffro ffiffffr, 

ffiafat far ffaifafa yt ffYr yrt, ffYir Yr 
MffT, fafaSKT-ffffKf ffrfa YT MffTff fffafffaff 
ff ffrotfaff fffa RMt yt ffffff ffatTY am 

faffT ffTTfal I 

4. faff Tty ffTjffa ffYYK am fafsr % 

fafffff fa ffY fffa Iff Tiff Y ^RffffT-ffJ MY fffffffcT 
YfaT faY Yff Y‘fa Tffff fffaffff ffaff YTCJiff 
cTff Yfalfafff fa fa ffTMT ff Tfffa 

ffffff-ffffff fflfa YT ffffffTff fa fffffffff YtffT I 

5- fffa YTf QffT YffYlYl, fa YMfflfa fafaeff ffffa 

(YTfffa faftr) ffT ffra: ffTffr fafa mr Km 
fa ffffaff fafff yt Mlfa fa ff ffffK % Tff% 

Km ff fafftffar faff | fa fafaffY KTMff fa 
fafa % ffffK % m ff TffYT ffTff fa 
YfaTT faff o.ff Yfffffa fa ffffff Tff% fffFT 
fffffa Y> ifaYIY YffY Tff’ ffff% RT1% ff TffT 
Yfaff I 

6- fffa Tff ffff Y KTfffa % fffff, fffffff ffffaffY YT 

KTMff ffTff %, ffffaff ffffff Y ffffffffa fa ff 
fafflfa faffff ffffff fal fTK q'ffff ffaff 
ffffffffffff, 1952 % fffaff ffYT fa ffTTT fa 
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tWr'jpp %rfRzr fafa % srfaRtfr # Rjfara 
?'T sr^i £r Rfr 'ft ’rfR’i frfa 
^£fa % wfta <# n^fasrnt rt M^Pumtf % 
*tr !to ^ ffr rr faRft srtw q^Rfa 
*rfRR fafa rr ^Ri fafa wftrfPHi, 
1952 % Tnfrr | 1 

7. **im Rrfa farfsr qrr RrfafaR jppr-rw 

rJ qi*fw/%^fR 'JifsRT fafa VTfm 
vt rs?r % rffa rr % 4ten; RRR 

8. RfRR fcftr fRRlr Jr 4V d?toR sn^ftrqr/ 

RstR vqf^GT fafa 5CTRR % % 

faR R$T fafTR RTCR I RfJ fa^ft RjffaR % 

^^rfnff %ff qr 5rf%^R snriR q*R 
tfaTR ?> W R3fSFP/%-5fa ^fRR fcfa 
RFJW, RRT RWlVT R % 4RRftR 
4t rtr ^ffcarTtR ft<r qrVT 47 4fwFT 
RIP ^R I 

[Ro IR— 3501 4( 1 3)/7 1— “VoOR)® 2] 

S.O, 1190. — Whereas Messrs Glad Slone Lyall and 
Company Limited, 4, Fairlie Place, Calcutta-1 (here- 
inafter referred to as the said establishment) hus 
applied for exemption under clause (a) of sub-section 
(1) of section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Govern- 
ment the rules of the provident fund of the said 
establishment with respect to the rates of contribution 
are not less favourable to the employees therein than 
those specified in section 6 of the said Act, and the 
employees arc also in enjoyment of other provident 
fund benefits which on the whole are not less favour- 
able to the employees than the benefits provided under 
the said Act or under the Employees* Provident Funds 
Scheme, 1952 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme) in relation to the employees in any other 
establishment of a similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the 
said Act, and subject to the conditions specified in the 
Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government 
hereby exempts the said establishment from the opera- 
tion of all the provisions of the said Scheme and in 
pursuance of sub-section (3) of the said section 17, the 
Central Government hereby directs that, — 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establish- 
ment shall pay within fifteen days of the 
close of the month to the Employees* Provident 
Fund, inspection charges at the rate of 0.09 
per cent (zero point zero nine per cent) of the 
pay (basic wages, dearness allowance, retaining 
allowance, if any, and cash value of fond 
concession admissible thereon) for the time 
being payable to the employees of the paid 
establishment who would have become mem- 
bers under the said Scheme but for this 
exemption; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident 
fund contribution^ in acordance with the dlrei> 
tlons issued by the Central Government from 
time to time. 

The Schedule 

1, The employer shall submit such returns to the 
Regional ^rovident Fund Commissioner as 


the Central Government may, from time to 
time, prescribe, 

2, The employer shall furnish to each employee an 

Annual Statement of Account or Pass Book. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of 

the Fund including the maintenance of 
accounts, submission of accounts and returns, 
transfer of accumulations, payment of inspec- 
tion charges, etc, shall be borne by the em- 
ployer. 

4, The employer shall display on the Notice Board 

of the establishment a copy of the rules of 
the Fund as approved by the appropriate 
Government and, as and when attended, 
alongwith a translaion of the salient points 
thereof in the language of the majority of the 
employees. 

5. Where an employee who is already member of 

the Employees' Provident Fund (Statutory 
Fund) or the Provident Fund of another 
exempted establishment Is employed In bis 
establishment, the employer shall immediately 
enrol him as a member of the Fund of the 
establishment, and accept the past accumula- 
tions In respect of such employee and credit to 
his account. 

6 .The employer shall enhance the rate of provi- 
dent fund contribution appropriately if the 
rate of provident fund contributions for the 
class of establishments in which his establish- 
ment falls is enhanced under the Employees’ 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 
1952 so that the benefits under the provident 
fund scheme of the establishment shall not 
become less favourable than the benefit pro- 
vided under the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 3952. 

7. The establishment shall submit an audit 

balance sheet of its provident fund every year 
to the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner 
within 3 months of the close of the year. 

8 . No amendment of the Rules of the Provident 

f”nd shall he made without the previous 
approval of the Central provident Fund Com- 
mission er, Where any amendment is Jlkelv 
to affect adversely the Interests of the em- 
ployees, the Central Provident Fund Commis- 
sioner shall before giving his approval, give a 
reasonable opportunity to the employees to 
explain their point of view. 

[No. n/28/67-PF.TI.l 

TTo Wlo 119 0- — RT ?RR RJ* 

VRift fa fa"?'*, 4 , 4Uu<fa RRRTTT-1, (fofa *rJT 

qwnw sw wm rit |) R RfanR fafa 

fopr fa-fa wfafaRt, 1952 ( 1952 RT 19) 
(f^?^^%qim^^Rr?rfafaRT^TRrrt) mrr 
1 7 q5t RTtmr ( i ) % wz (*f) % wfar ifa % faro; 
f+R £ I 

sffT RT: TR Ji WftRR qfa gff qfa 

RRT RR WTR 'Ufapar fafa fRDT RI% I fa 4f % 
fari rt famf Jr rt m-j+r Rff f rT rr sr fiifaR R qfa 
rr e Jrfafarfe:g^ ^4 rdwf^fafa^*RT spjfar- 
RTt R £ Rt *h l falfl‘ »rfaPR falfa # *TR SRjfauiHjlf 
% W *TRfR 5fr Rfa JFFTC % tJR RTTRT 

spRTTfvff $ RRR Jf, RR % Rsffa sfT 4, 4 R fa 

trfa’ai faiftr i952~(fa% rprr rrt 

Rfarq^lRTTl) RTlfal; 
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EE:, EE, ^r'srfETPm ft STFT 1 7 Eft EWKT ( t ) 
% J 4'J4 ( ET ) SKt|m 'i’T 'J I Ptd 4) EN I ( E> <ft ^E sftr ?EE 
yetes Eggyt Jr fqprfe eeT^ e^Iet^ gg'ftErfta 
ermt eee *ette Eft eee KftE ftr~EEt ETEwf % eee t 
M ^T^am TgE ftftt ^ Efa EEE ERT 17 qft 3 EHRT (3) % 

e^ert ft %eDe hc^k "d^&i ci fftftvr ^ fr — ■ 

(m) EEE KTTEE ft EKTjT fHEtEM EEE 6E1EE % 
^VftElfViT Eft, ETEfrEgMEEfTEf 

gtftt eT, eee KftE % Eftftr eete gt Eg ftft, 

EcHEE ^E ftEE % (srmifpp EE^ft, EfElf 
EET, STfaSTRui EET, EfftVtf ift, E>t’eE IT 
5PJ?}E WE P.ETEE MT W g"E)ifo. 09 
(gW EWTE^EJR ftt) TfEEE Eft ET ft 
fEftEE-EEK etetet $ te^ fftEp? ftftn: 

Mftqnft Efftw fftfft Eft ftET; 

(e - ) -3 Ed fd 1 ft'jrT> EfftW Rlfft EfEETEf Eft, 
%eP|E TR7PTC SKI EEE-EEE TT 
fftMTft Eg fftftEfi % 5PJBTC, fftfE%T M^ET I 

1 . fEEtEM snftfftE. EfEW prfsr teem Eft e fERfftE 
ft-il'l I "f>rjflM ETEHT EEE-EEE ET PfffjE +4 I 

2. fft oNM q?ftM ^nWift Eft EifftM ftw-fEETE et 
tie gr ftftET 1 

3. fEfft ft: spree, fftEft ^psmtff ee EETg wit, 
^prnff eVe fftErpJiET ee ftqp etet, eee)t ee eetee, 
fftfr^E-EEKf Erfft’EE eete Efwlftd t, ft EETftfftE 
Eftt WEf ee e?te f 44 WP eke fw -Jingii i 

4. fEEtEM -H^fdd ET+K EKE TPJEtfftE 1%% % 
f E W Eft w srfft eeime % gRTt-qr? tt M-ifwicf meet 
EfK qR Erftt EEft wrenT Pptt rtw dq - ^4-<ii(Vn' qft 

®ft wn 4 g^r gw qTffr w ?pjqpr 4Y qqftRr 

apW I 

5. qft ^ftf tt^t 4 v 4 - 4 ift, w 4 > 4 qift qfqw fHftr 

(qrpffr fgftr) qT 153 5 TRT feft ?IW WTPT dft Hfqw 
fafk w t^t &, hti% iqm 4 fdoiPw gftrr | 

qt frnTTwqr we qft tHfar % trw % et 4 me ete grRi 
^ qftm 4V: wfEift ®ft ere fro^r Twrf Mt Efftnr 
q>T% TfpP wft 4 dH I T^TTI i 

6 . ePt ye q4 % wrqf % f^g, fETr4 ftqfarE w 

met ert ft qfaw f^rffer % ®rPwpff qft W wNTft 
eIew Prfsr «ftr ^?pt farfiT Efy Pi 9 q , 1952% srtfta - 

qrr qf d 1 1 ', qt fqqfEM qfq^q Pify - % Ef4 q I q i TT tigPqd 
in % eet ^rr ETf% wm qft eIew fftftr r?R % wfpr qft 
sgfwg w qgfayrEt tT me e ^r ettt fqwft 


wewt M4nrft Eftw Prfsr sfk jtw qfEEfEfw 

EfEpTEE, 19 52 %E^PT t I 

7. WFPT mft Efqw fqfsr qq ETftPfRT gEE-'R fT 
r Tf EI^fE EfEW fEfa ETEEE Mt EEiR % 
Hid ETE % 41d < ^^ET I 

8 EfEW fqft- fEEEf t Mtf ft EEfEE %^ftE E^TW 
fEfy ETgw % g4 EdE'lEE % fEET E|f fMET EigET I 
(EEft EEtEE % qOMlPq'l % %Ef ET qf^R5C EETE TfET 
EETW ft Egi a7tfEE- %EfrE EfEW fqfE ETEEE, EEET 
TPJEftE % g4, MEETfnff Mt EEET fpEMtE W M^ft 
MT gfMTEEE EEET ^EI I 

[Eo 11 / 28 / 6 7-4t EM-II] 

S.O. 1191. — Whereas exemption was granted to 
Messrs Bengal Enamel Works Limited, Fait a, District 
24-Fa*rganas, West Bengal (hcreinatfer called the said 
Establishment) under Clause (a) of sub-section (1) of 
Sestion 17 of the IlmployeeR , Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), by the 
notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Labour and Employment, number 3*0. 
3774, dated the 7th December, 1902, subject to the 
conditions specified in tha said notification; 

And whereas the said Establishment have com- 
mitted the following defaults, namely: — 

(i) failure to submit returns In time; 

(ii) delay in payment of inspection charges; 

(iii) failure to transfer provident fund money to 
the Board of trustees. 

And whereas the said Establishment by reason of 
the commission of the aforesaid defaults have failed 
to comply with the conditions subject to which the 
exemption was granted to the Establishment; 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the failure to comply with the conditions has. con- 
tinued without any sufficient cause inspite of reason- 
able opportunity having being given to the said Estab- 
lishment to comply with those conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
bv sub-section (4) of section 17 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby cancels, with immediate 
effect, the exemption granted to the said Establishment. 

[No, S-35023(1)/71-PFJL] 

MT° WT° 1 1 OX- — EE: M^ETft EfaW fafa *fk fER 
$?TE fEfsr EfafEEE 1952 (l952MT 19) *ft ETTT 1 7 qft 
EWPT (l) % WE (M) % EXftE EETE #EE E# 
%fEES, ETEET, fEET 24 TRET, ElTEtft EETE (faft 
W4 $E% ETETE 'TEE WTEE' MfT EET |)Mt EKE ETMK 
% gag# EE eYt TtEEK ERTEE EfagEET EEET MTo 
ETo 3774, ETftET 7 1962 3KT EEE Efy^EEl 

4 EEt % ESftE ^E ft- Ef Et; 

Tfft: EE: EEE TETEE 4 fTHpEfeE wfEME f%E ft 
EEf?T: — 

(i) EEETTfEETEtETgEEMTEr; 

(U) fEftsPT-EEK TT EEI4ft 4 f*TEW, 
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( iii ) TOft-fti ft ftftr fftfft m F<ct r 4ron; 

4RT: ’tf'td PTHPI % °9ld^)-H 4><ft % ^ i i ,J i 

vPT VRft 4R STJTPf fftlT | faftr STffftT WFRT ft ft 

^ ft; 

ftlT Ref: ftsffa 4 <"t>K 4T JT^ hHIUh ft WT | fa* 34^1 
ft Sift % 5TJTNPT % fftiT ^pRTTOT ?TWT ft 
ftft % 4RNJ5 fftn fftrft qftRT 4 rto % Eft 4R shttitot 
•T H>l4l ®RT4T ^1 0 T^T ; 

*rt:, «r*, wr strftrPm ft jett i i ft ^Tam 

( 4) 5TG STTO Klfawf 4R EEPI 4vft ^ ft£fa TOTOT 

ijci^ffKr ft ft nf ft fjror srmft ’ft n 

x% 4rcfr 1 1 

[*T° tTR~35023( l)/71-ft° tnp° II] 

S.O. 1193, — ^Whereas Messrs. Devkaran Nanjee Insu- 
rance Company Limited, Devkaran Building Harninun 
Circle, Bombay (hereinafter referred to as the said 
establishment) has applied for exemption under 
clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the 
Employees* Provident Fund3 and Family 1 Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Govern- 
ment, the rules of the provident fund of the said establi- 
shment with respect to the rates of contribution are 
not less favourable to the employees therein than those 
specified in section 6 of the said Act, and the employees 
are also in enjoyment of other provident fund benefits 
which on the whole are not less favourable to the 
employees than the benefits provident under the said 
Act or under the Employees’ Provident Funds Scheme, 
1952 (hereinafter referred to as the sadd Scheme) in 
relation to the employees in any other establishment 
of a similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the 
said Act, and subject to the conditions specified in the 
Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government 
hereby exempts the said establishment from the opera- 
tion of all the provisions of the said Scheme and in 
pursuance of sub-section (3) of the said section 17, 
the Central Government hereby directs that, — 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establish- 
ment shall pay within fifteen days of the close 
of the month to the Employees’ Provident 
Fund, inspection charges at the rate of 0,09 
per cent (zero point zero nine per cent) of the 
pay (basic wages, dearness allowance, retain- 
ing allowance, if any, and cash value of 
food Concession admissible thereon) for the 
time being payable to the employees of Ihe 
said establishment who would have become 
members under the said Scheme but for this 
exemption; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident 
fund contributions in accordance with the 
directions Issued by the Central Government 
from time to time. 

The Schedule 

1- The employer shall submit such returns to the 
Regional Provident Fund Commissioner as the Central 
Government may, from time to time, prescribe, 

2* The employer shall furnish to each employee an 
Annual Statement of Account or Pass Book, 


3- All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Fund including lh© maintenance of accounts, submis- 
sion of accounts and returns, transfer of accumulations, 
payment of inspection charges etc, shall be borne by 
the employer. 

4. The Employer shall display on the Notice Board 
of the establishment a copy of the Buies of the Fund 
as approved by the appropriate Government and, as 
and when amended alongwith a translation of the 
salient points thereof in the language of the majority 
of the employees, 

5. Where an employee who is already member of the 
Employees' Provident Fund (Satutory Fund) of the 
Provident Fund of another exempted establishment is 
employed in his establishment, the employer shall im- 
mediately enrol him as a member of the Fund of the 
establishment, and accept the past accumulation^ in 
respect of such employee and credit to his account. 

6. The employer shall enhance the rate of provident 
fund contributions appropriately if the rate of provi- 
dent Fund Contributions for the class of establishments 
in which his establishment falls is enhanced under the 
Employees’ Provident Funds t*nd Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 so that the benefits under the provident 
fund Scheme of the establishment shall not become 
less favourable than the benefit provided under the 
Employ eos 1 Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952. 

7. The establishment shall submit an audited balance 
sheet of Its provident fund every year to the Regional 
Provident Fund Commissioner within 3 months of the 
close of the year. 

8. No amendment of the Rules of the provident fund 
shall be ma*de without the previous approval of the 
Central Provident Fund Commissioner. Where any 
amendment is likely to effect adversely the interests of 
the employees, the Central Provident Fund Commis- 
sioner shall, before giving his approval, give a reason- 
able opportunity to the employees to explain their noiet 
of view. 

[No. S-35014/4/71.PF.II/1 

VT o W T o 1192 cf l ft 1 w I 

IVfft'S, fftnpr flffti, (fftft 

TftTTftr TOTWrl) ft “hftnd 'fftpar 

fftfft sfrAiP^p tor fftfa MpylHw, 1952 (19524R 

19)^(f^r wft 'TOTO! RRR ftftfftTO *TRT t) 
aft HTOT 17ftTOTOKT (l) (^7) STEfft ftft % 

font; 

ftk 3RT: ftsft TOMT ft TOT if ftftTOT ft ftf ft 

rdrt ^ ftftro fftfft fftro ftjTOfftft % 

farr to fftrft ft Rift I ft tor RfftfRRR ft 

sin 6 ft fftfftffte ft qrfacir ftfa *ft 

srcfasmt ? ofr % Ptr jrr firm ^ 

w Rff % sfr, ^ srtt: % 

^ Firm % to % sraTr 

fMn FftR, 1952 (ftr^ ^ 

■dW ^ft'H 491 ^ ) % WJlH ft snft $ ; 

5RT : W(, «Tf£rfWT 4ft SIPT 1 7 4ft ^TETRT ( 1 ) 
ftr Jffos 1 (4! 1 ) STTT infroft 4R m*T 14 4Rft 4ft?; 
TOf ft fftfftfftE Eft % jfr, 

4<TIT TOFPT ft ^ftR % ?I.ft OTspftf % wftT 
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% T ^grn vz Mr | rVf rrr etpt i 7 ^ ^rettr ( 3 ) % 
stjrtr if %RftR rtrrr fn^i 5df & f% — 

) RTR PUTT A TFR? Ir^M^ RRR WF % 

rr r4rtPjrt rt, Rt, Rfe rit wz r fr Rf 

firft Rf, ^ FT FRtR % RRtR RRTR ft RR 

ftf, rrtrr ftr rrr % (5rraTfT^ RR^fr, 

RRRT| RTTT, TfcraHTT RRT, fa R?tf ft, sflR 
RR RT SFjtR *JT?T fRRTRR RT RRR IJRR) 

0. 09 (*pr tfJTOT 9JjR ?ft) NPdRd R?t 
RT it fETffffPT-TRK RTRRR % R^3f fRR % 
vft^rr t^rtr vrfR^r Met Rft %ht; 

(J?) RRR fd^HR RTRCR firfST RfRRTRt Rt, %E^R 
RP^tT 3TTT RRR-RRR pRR|$| RTT fq^ff 
% RR^TR fRPdffT R^RT I 

1. ftRfnsRP irrrfsT^r vrfsr^r fErfsa- sft % f^nfrprt 

^RRT fRR? RT*t,K OTl HRR RR Mf R R> I 

2. fRRRR sfRtr RiHrfr Rt rtPir inar far^T rt 

^ 1 

'a 

3 . Wet % spi h r, f^RTr rat rt rtf’; ttrrt, iFiraf 

?fk faRTpURT EFT RRT RTRT; TOf RT =5RR°T, fRft6rFR- 
TTRRT STTfR RT rAi 4 «P-^PMd t, if SFRRfRR TPlt =RRt RT 
RRR fRRtRR 3TTT fRRT ^TTirr I 

4. fRRtRR TnjfRR RTRTT eTRT WRRTPtR fRfa % 
pRRRl Rt Tfa ^RTCR % *JRRT-R2R RT RRPrR R^RT 5TTt 
RR RRt ’RftEFT fRRT 'dl^RT RR RTf-dlPra! Rff RgRRRT 

art rtrt if 3RRt rrr-rrr rtrt rt strrtr Rt RRfRR r^rt i 

vb ‘-i -3 

5. RfR Rtf <TRT R^RTTt, Rt +4dl<l RfRER fgfv 

(RTR-fr PrfEi ) ft fRrfr frtrr r?t Rfgw fgfg 

TT Rf% ft ir |, rr% ertr if fgrtPsrg ffrr | m 
PdRW Rrm aft PrfEr % r^ ®F rr if rhrtt rtr ft 
^ sp^TTT EfR*Rit ^'jfdlPt Eft Rwar RR% fTO% R^ff ?pt 

RT7% RR% E3T% if '3TRT RT^TTT I 

6 . Rfe RR «Pt %■ FRTRRt % fRTr, fsigR fgifRRr RT 
RRTTR RTTTT % RfERR fdfsr ^ RpRWf Rff TT +4dl{l 
RfgtR fgfR 5fR TfTTR ^RR Mr RfdfdR*T, 1952 % 
REftR TfT ?t RTT Rt fR Rl ' T T RfRW fftfST % RfRTRf ^t 

g^fgg- RR R Rf T %RT RTfiF RTTTR ^ Rf^R Mij R#R 
% RSftR Rt Tr’jfREITt YR T^fRETPRf it TR ETf^R R ft RTR 
f^rggif BRRrRT ^RRTft rIrcR fRpET RtT TfTRK 9iRR fRfR 
RfRfddH, 1 9 5 2 % REftR | I 

7- FRTTR RTft RfRER fRftJ gR RTRtfSTR ^RR 
TR fF R^ TFlfsT^F RfRW fRpgr Rf’JTR RT RR?RT % RtR 
RTR % RtRR RRRT I 


8. RfTR fRflT fRRRT if ^ ^ RRtRR %RftR 
RfRTR fRfg- JTPgpR % ^ R^RtRR % ffRT Rff fw RTITRTI 
Rft Mt RRtRR t R-MRlPoif % ffRt TR nfd^H RRTR 
TRRT RRTW ft Rff R^tR RfTR fffR RT^tR RRRT R^- 
RWR ^ it ^ aTRRtMf *Ft RRRT ffeRftR RFR jfr^ 
aR JjfaryfR RRRT ^RT I 


[Ro T^R-35014 (4) / 71-^01^0-2] 

S.O. 1193.— Whereas Messrs Te New India Assur- 
ance Company Limited, &7 M. G. Hoad, Fort, Bombay-1 
^ hereinafter referred to as the said establishment) has 
applied for exemption under clause (a) of sub-section 
(1) of section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Govern- 
ment, the rules of the provident fund of the said 
estabiishmeni with respect to the rates of contribution 
are not less favourable t othe employees therein than 
tnosc specified in section 6 of the employee said Act, 
and the employees are also in enjoyment of other pro- 
vident fund benetits which on the whole are not less 
favourable to the employees than the benetits provided 
under the said Act or under the Employees’ Provident 
Fund Scheme, 1952 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme) in relation to the employees in any other 
establishment of a similar charcter; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clausfe (a) ol sub-section (1) of section 17 of the 
said Act, and subject to the conditions specified in the 
bchedule annexed hereto, the Central Government 
hereby exempts the said establishment from the opera- 
tion of all the piovisions of the said Scheme and in 
pursuance of sub-section (3) of the said section 17, 
ihe Central Government hereby directs that — 

(a) The employer in relation to the said establish- 
ment shall pay within fifteen days of the close 
ot the month to the Employees’ Provident 
Fund, inspection charges at the rate of (f 09 
per cent (zero point zero nine per cent) of the 
pay (basic wages, dearness allowance, retain- 
ing allowance, if any, and cash value of ff>od 
concession admissible thereon) for the time 
being payable to the employees of the said 
establishment who would have become mem- 
bers under the said Scheme but for this 
exemption; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident 
fund contributions/ in accordance with the 
directions issued by the Central Government 
from time to time. 

The Schedule 

1. The employer shall submit such returns to the 
Regional Provident Fund Commissioner as the Central 
Government may, from time to time, prescribe. 

2. The employer shall furnish to each employee an 
Animal Statement of Account or Pasa Book, 

3* All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Fund including the maintenance of accounts, submis- 
sion of accounts and returns, transfer of accumulations- 
payment of inspection charges etc. sihall be borne by 
the employer, 

4- The employer shall display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment a copy of the Rules of the Fund as 
approved by the appropriate Government and, as and 
when amended ulongwith a translation of the salient 
points thereof in the language of the majority of the 
employees. 
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5. Where an employee who is already member of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund (Statutory Fund) or the 
Provident Fund of another exempted establishment is 
employed In his establishment, the employer shall 
immediately enrol him as a member of the Fund of the 
establishment, and accept the past accumulations in 
respect of such employee and credit to his account. 

6. The employer shall enhance the rate ol provider it 
fund contribution appropriately if the rate of provident 
fund contributions tor the class of establishments in 
rhich his establishment falls is enhanced under the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act,( 1952 so that the benefits under the provident fund 
Scheme of the establishment shall not become less 
favourable than the benefit provided under the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 
1952. 

7. The establishment shall submit an audited balance 
sheet of its provident fund every year to the Regional 
Provident Fund Commissioner within 3 months of the 
close of the year. 

8- No amendment of the Rules of the provident fund 
shall be made without the previous approval of the 
Central Provident Fund Commissioner. Where any 
amendment is likely to effect adversely the intents ol 
the employee, the Central Provident Fund Commis- 
sioner shall, before giving his approval, give a reason- 
able opportunity to the employees to explain their 
point of view- 

[No. S.35014(7)/7HPF.II.J 
fvTfaW, 87 ^ l— 1 

^r*t wti qrqref ^qq w »rt |) ^ 
srfqnt fqfsr srfsrfqqq 1952 (1952 qq 19 ) (fair 
fBTf qt'qTtf qqq ^faf-w+i *niT t) KIT' T 17 
qftqroTCt ( 1 ) (=p) fatr*rrqqq 

fi 

sfK qq: tTCFU qft Ttq it ?Tf«RT*r qft 

qft qtqtt WIW ti qfasT Met fqqq qtfa 
% f^TV % W *T«T\5T q^t f "ft Stfsrfq^tq qft 

snrr 6 ir frPrftw & qnhrKV qfa*q fqfa tit 
sj^fVsrnt *ft qr t ^ tVff ti fatj faqi+T 
^ srefatrrc ff ttjqqt srqqjqr q$r , tit, qqt srqqt % fatft 
*r?q ti qqfarffat ti qwro it, sqq srfafqqq % 
scrsf^T titi qq’qttt qfqot fqfsr sqftq, 1952 (fait 

crip^iq; qqq ssfar q^r *wr t) ^ ^ ;3rR fr 

srr; 

ffq;, ?TfErfim tit ETFT 17 ti" SWlTT ( 1 ) 

% jjot (sp) sttt srqq qfqqqt qq snfar qr# tit? 

qqrqa it fafqfra soft ti ?rsrtq ^tt jq, 
qqq qft qqq *qfat ti tfat ti 
srref ^ t; qftT ^ ettct 17 qftqqTrrcr 

( 3 ) % it tHTFR ^cT^TTT f-i4vi ^ft t 

fqr- 

(qr) qqq ih- 1 it fqqfaq> qq<T f'TFPT % 
qq ipqqrf vji tit, tit qfq ©? q tit q'5 ftrft 
rfr, qqq tqfar ti srsftq trctq ft qn; irffir, 


*rpt ti (imTrfqtF *nr^t, 
WT, qfcTHTtqr tt^TT, qf< jptf 5>, 
"qtt TT ST-tiiq Jr i Wi ti 7 Tr"-T~T qry 

0. 09 (?pt ^qqft ) srftntrtr 
q?r TT it fq^twor qwn: qTtTT^cT ti q?5f f^?t 
% iftcn: qnf^nfr ^tf^q fqfy qrt Wr ; 

(u) wx f^rfpspF vrfq^r f^rTer 5tf?nrpff tit, 
tnqrrT skt frqq'tfJtq’ qr f?rqn'?t 
qq fq%qt % fqfqf^fr «t 3 qrr 1 

1. fqqftqpp vrfqM- f?rftj ^ntqq *p> 

q NMt q^qT fspf titin q-twr wr-wr qr fqf^r 

1 

2. f'tq’l'sW) q?qq7 qqrqTft tit qrfqqT %ijt-fqqq , q 
kt qrtr qqqr i 

3. fqftr % snmqtq, fqqq #imff qq qqn^ 733^1, 
^rarT*ff <ftr fqTdiqqfiqrr^q'qrr^qTqr, tt'qqt qq 

f-i 1 ^?f sfrfqiqrt qtq qfiqf^rq it ci 

^ sqiff qq q^r fqq^rqr grnr fqqtT snxrqt 1 

4. fqqtqrqr *mfqq ?rTqq7: wqnttfqq fsrftr % 

fqqqf qft t^q? srftr ?«nqq ti ^qqT-q^ qx q^rr 
5 t\t; ^qq qqfft ; ?q% tfwftsnT fqqtT 5 tttntr ttw j h 4 - qrr<qT qft 
q^ttwt tit qqtt it ^qtqft ijw ijqq qrtff qq ten q 1 q *ft 
sRjqtr q^qt 1 

5. qfq titi t?ttt qqf^qrft, tit qrq-qrqt qfqwfqfsr 

(qq^ fqftr) qr ®s-srRt fqrqt wrqq qft qfqwr 
fqfsr qq q^ ttq?q wm it ftrqtfartr 

| qt fqqto wtqq qfV fqfsr % q^r it qq qnr 
ft q^iT ?ftr ^ir qqfqTft qtt qrqc r 3 qt% fro^ ttq^ff 
qft ?®ftqqr qrT% ' 3 ^ 1 % *JTft if *tqt qi^qT 1 

6 . qfq 3 *r qjf % pqmf % fsrqif fqqttsnp- qq 
tqm WttT t, qfqw fqf«r % qtfqqtqf qft qT qrq-qr^ 
HfqrsT fqfsr sftT qiqq fqfff qfqfqqq, 1952 % 
imtq q?T ^t ■srn^, tft fqqt^ qfq^ fqfff % iqf«T?r^ qft 
T^qqr^^qirqfr^tnfqr^qrrqqftvrfqtsq fqfsr sqffa- 
%?t!ftqqftq^fq^nTi qqsrgfqjrmf ^qrq 

fsrqqft qqt'qrtr qfw fqfsr srfsrfim wfr fqiq 
^qrqfqfff, i 952 %?rtfr : rf i 

7 . ??m ^rrqt wfw^r fqfq qq qqfrftrq ^qqq?r 

W SrrqfqiqT/^qftq qfqur fqfsr srntqq tit qqfsq % 

tftq *mr ti titnr q^qt i 

8. vrfqr^ fqfsr fqqq'f it qfff vfr mtSR Sltifwz/ 
titift qfqeq frflt WFF\ % fq smTqq % fqqr qft fqrqq 
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i *r % ffcft srftr^^r 

sdtp* t?tt 5> sn^ftpF/%*£fa Prftr 

srnt^r, w ^Tfr^r *frt 

^feapW TO SFTrt ^TT I 

[€o TT^_35814(7)/71- T ftoTT^o 2 ] 

SO. 1194. — whereas Messrs Hindustan Antibio- 
tics Limited, Pimpiri, Poona- 13 (hereinafter referred 
to as the said establishment) has applied for exemp- 
tion under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 
of the Employees 7 Provident Funds and Family Pen- 
sion Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Govern- 
ment, the rules of the provident fund of the said estab- 
lishment with respect to the rate of contribution are 
not less favourable to the employees therein than those 
specified in section 6 of the said Act, and the employees 
are also in enjoyment of other provident fund benefits 
which on the whole are not less favourable to the 
employees than the benefits provided under the said 
Act or under the Employees' Provident Funds Scheme, 
1952 (hereinafter referred to as the said Scheme) in 
relation to the employees in any other establishment 
of a similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub -section (1) of section 17 of the 
said Act, and subject to the conditions specified in the 
Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government here- 
by exempts the said establishment from the operation 
oi all the provisions of the said Scheme and in pur- 
suance of sub-section (3) of the said scetion 17, the 
Central Government hereby directs that, — 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establish- 
ment shall pay within fifteen days of the close 
of the month to the Employees 7 Provident 
Fund, inspection charges at the rate of 0.09 
per cent (zero point zero nine per cent) of the 
pay (basic wages, dearness allowance, retain- 
ing allowance, if any, and cash value of food 
concession admissible thereon) for the time 
being payable to the employees of the said 
establishment who would have become mem- 
bers under the said Scheme but for this ex- 
emption; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident 
fund contributions in accordance with the 
directions issued by the Central Government 
from lime to time. 

The Schedule 

1. The employer shall submit such returns to the 

Regional Provident Fund Commissioner as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, 
prescribe. 

2. The employer shall furnish to each employee 

an Annual Statement of Account or Pass Book, 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of 

the Fund including the maintenance of ac- 
counts, submission of accounts and returns, 
transfer of accumulations, payment of inspec- 
tion charges etc., shall be borne by the em- 
ployer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board 

of the establishment a copy of the Rules of 
the Fund as approved by the appropriate Gov- 
ernment and, as and when amended, along- 
with a translation of the salient points thereof 
in the language of the majority of the cm- 
polyces. 

5. Where an employee, who is already member of 

the Employees’ Provident Fund ( Statutory 
Fund) or the Provident . Fund of another 
exempted establishment is employed in his 


establishment, the employer shall immediate- 
ly enrol him as a member of the Fund of the 
establishment, and accept the past accumula- 
tions in respect of such employee and credit 
to his account. 

6. The employer shall enhance the rate of provi- 

dent fund contribution appropriately if the 
rate of provident fund contributions for the 
class of establishments in which his establish- 
ment falls is enhanced under the Employees 7 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act 1952 so that the benefits under the provi- 
dent fund scheme of the establishment shall 
not become less favourable than the benefit 
provided under the Employees 7 Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952. 

7. The establishment shall submit an audited 

balance sheet of its provident fund every year 
to the Regional Provident Fund "Commis- 
sioner within 3 months of the close of the 
year. 

8. No amendment of the Rules of the provident 

fund shall be made without the previous ap- 
proval of the Central Provident Fund Com- 
missioner. Where any amendment is likely to 
effect adversely the interests of the employees, 
the Central Provident Fund Commissioner 
shall, before giving his approval, give a rea- 
sonable opportunity to the employees to 
explain their point of view, 

[No. 11/72/07-PF.II.] 

TO 0 TO 0 11 94. — TO: %'^fTFT nf fa nflfcyn 

faffrro ftpT’t, 1 s (fror sro tot toftot tot 
wm Tfr w t) !T toNt^ srfroar frfa tott fror 

TOTOT fafa SrfijfTOR, 1 952 ( 1952 TO. 19) (fsj% TO 1 * 
TO% TWIT 7W srfttffaTOT TOTT TOTT |) Tt tOTTT 1 7 
Tt tojpt i % (t) % TOffa to % fatT httoto 

f*pH i ^ ; 

sffT TO: TTTTOT ^ TOT srfTOTO Tt TOf Tt 

toto tot wro % Tfaro ftftj faro to% 

% faro to from Sr tot tojtot ^ £ <sft tot stfafroTT 
Tf tott 6 vt fafafero sftr TOrrort tItto frofa" ^ 
tot st^frornf to f aft TOTTOfrof % fror fro frorro: 
TOST^fTOTStf % TOT TOJTOT ?T$r TO, TOt TOT %froft 
TOT WTTO % TOtrofroff % TOTOJ TOT STfafTOTO % 
TOTtTO St \r TOfTOft *TfTOar frfaJwK 1 952 (fTOf TO? 
TO% TOTOTO TOT TOTO TfT TOT I) % TOJfa ft TOft & ; 

TO:, ST ’, TOT STfafWT TOt OTTt 1 7 ^ TO3TTT ( 1 ) 
% TOW (T) TOTT STOTT UlfTOTt TO SpfTO TTT gtr uffT 

toto tot s * fafafsre Tnff % srtffr Tttrt 

%TOf!T TTTTOT TOT WTTO Tf TOT TOtT % Hsff TOTO-tf 
% STO^iT TOTOTTO TO ^ft & sftT TOT TOTT 1 7 # TO- 
TOTT (3) % ST^TTO if %^fTT RTOTT TO^STTT 

%?fV | fr : — 

(t) tto totto fr tots: frotro tot wm % 
to TOfnfrof TO, Tf irfro to t ft Tf 

to, tot tfnr % ttutf toto ft tot 

TOTOTOT ^T ^TTO T (STTmfTO 
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*knk «mT, srkOTror vrnr, qfa 4k ?>, 

41 i -TOT <TT 5TRT R 4 ! Rtt TO *1*^4 

0.0 9 (tfjTO SHIHHI 7JTO k) M RlWcf 

41 to; Jl f^Iwor-imK 8 1 otto % qrof for 
% 4kf *rfaTO kfa 41 ^tt ; 

(to) sto r-rqm. Tfsw kfa TOfkrkf 41, 
stork am otr-otr to kro4 to! 
kkrf % toisto, kk%r qkqr i 

^ c\ 

1. kskR s kfro p skro kkr OTffiq 41 ? ftroftR i 

S^ST ^■'•fil'q tiM>K TOR-SRq TO ft fijd Rk I 

2 . kkrorr skq? toR t O 4t mfap Jrar-kroror 

OT TRT TV 44ST I 

v» 

3 . kfa % tottott, faro? JrTOirof to sotit wot, 
kmn *fk faa<R i i4l' to #to toot, tor! to srrororr, kft- 
f(TT!j-5r*TTTf *rrk to *kR sfwrftm f, k w-ott^r s4l 
«kf «pt «r?s fOTfkR aror f4ro toi^t i 

4. ft*fUR Rr^fsra - stork stto sr^stkrr fsfsr % 

kroff 41 ipr srk **rm 4 ^tott-se e to skkrer «rksT 
4k ar*r toJI ss-tf sifters kRT tot^st sro *4Rilkff 4f 
rjotrt 4f mr ; ss4I amf an - OTfrr? 4t 

srafror 4kT 1 

5 . sk 4k qsT »4-a r O , 4t totottI skro kftr 4 
(^n^fr fsfsr) tt ^ srn= . froft m wr 41 qkro 
fsftr to qfJr£r 4 sttot, |, s t4 kter s ksTfror fkT £ 
aft ft4k+ wisst 41 fsfa 4 stor % 4 sttto sTsfts 1 

qkro *(k <t.4^T-0 41 srs 1 sr froJr sroff 4t 
?fkK rto£ stop »rk 4 toto r^rt i 

6. sk ss qtf 4 ^rmf 4 f^nr, fTTiw qrr 

?*rrTT ’TTTr f, 'TPr-q Rrfg 4 srPrauff 4r ar qnf^ 
^Tfansq- fqfff stftr 4Vf^ fnftT 1 9 52 4 

$ ^rrq; ert P r Iji t »rf4R frfa 4 srfVanff 41 
5T ti^jRa ¥T 4 q?T nif4 WTm'H 41 ^lq°T Pi ft 
*4fa 4 #r 41 sr^ftmrt zh aijftsrmf t tr 
q- ^ sml Rr 4I sqqRRT q>wfl «rfw ftfsr 4k 
?RR Prfsr irfsifFRR, 1 952 4 #T | I 

7. wm «rq4I *rftrar fkfsr qq qq^Ififfq ^R-q?r f t 

qq sntftiq? 44tT wft^r ftfa - mqqq 4t qqfcr 4 4k 
mq 4 4 rt 44tt i 

8. »rf4sq fqfsr pR4f 4 4k 4t 44tuq %?jfk *tPnR 

kfe 4 ^ 4 ftn ^ fw qm^TT i ^r^f 

ftqfl qqfttR 4 TqTTfkf 4 %ff qT TfcT+.q SHTTR q^TT 
kum §1 qqf 4kk Prftr ?fT^q?r, wrr sr-pfra-r 
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14 4^4 , Twk4f 4t wr ^fe4k etc qrk q;r qfqq- 

fw SR'K krr i 

[4 o 1 1/72/ 67-44 qq;-II] 

New Delhi . the 3rd March 1972 

8.0. 1195. — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that, 

1. Kathiawar Ginning Factory & Oil Mill. 

2. The Kundla Press & Oil Mill P. Ltd. 

3. Saranjam Vibhag Khadi Karyalaya. 

4. Kajnl Oil Mill. 

5. Savarakundla Electric Supply Co. Lid. 

were situated in Savarkundla area which was a sparse 
area (that is, an area whose insurable population was 
less than 500; in the district of Bhavnagar in the State 
of Gujarat; 

And, whereas by virtue of their location in a sparse 
area, the aforesaid factories were granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer’s special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insur- 
ance Act, 1948 (84 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area 
by the Central Government in the notificalijn of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour 
and Employment No. S.O. 137, dated the 9th January, 
1962: 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that tb e insurable population of the Savarkundla area 
in the district of Bhavnagar in the State of Gujarat 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse 
area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following further amendment in the said 
notification, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, against 
Serial No. 5. the entry "Savarkundla” In 
column 3 and the corresponding entries in 
columns 4 and shall he omitted 

[No. F.S-38018 (4)/71-HI.] 
3 qr# ; 1972 

qrro wto 1195 . — tt: 44k t^tt tt qqraTT 

w «tt f4 : 

( 1 ) qfrfkrrqk; ^ n<h ftw, 

(2) k 4 a 1 ^ H u lj 5 5TRTT ft*?1 VITo 

( 3 ) q f4*nq isrnk +iMkT, 

( 4) T^kr 9TPTR- fm, 

( 5 ) qRT 4"f-ii 4o fk o , 

HRTqkRTT ek' Jr fkar «rr 4t ^jrjt % vrrsprn-T 

f44 Jr ftiqfr gf «rmkl qrr (q4k $$ Rm4T 

jfkr qkr ?THkI 500 Jr w sfr) qr ; 

4k, *rt: qq4I fkaxl ft qrakl Hqq srqfkrk 
4 smm: qq 4?ik tor 4 qwrr ttwr 4r, qrcr 
tor 4 vjRRk «nr «fk ftmn; Jknro 41 wTs^tot o 

Too Too 137 TkRr 9 1962 SKT qiqqkl TTR 

4kr ^rkkror, 1948 ( 1948 to 34 ) 41 otto 73R 4 
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mfkr PnfNnp % fafta JV ?pp % fair 

^M^VtfVsRTrFFfM^T irftjfrpTR' % W^TFT 5 Mr -dM’H'-d 

TOT JJ 3T3ri%rf riff g[ ^TFT ; 

sfk, *RT: ?TOR iFT W 7RTCTR 

5j5rw ^tht % -.t-pwr f3i% Jr MV Mirt 

MfaT ’Minimi w 5 0 0 % *rf sfk fa»3RV 5^ 

*hik ^t <T?t jj ; 

5171:, WA T^rRV 7TW TlTTT ^rfsrfenT, 1948 ( 1948 
W 34 ) OTTT 73-^r 3RT STTrT «lPwMl' TT SPTV*T 3RrT 

fir MtsVzj’ tj^rt ^ Jr sfk writ fH^r- 

frrfer hMVer I, spstfr : — 

'CTfer’j^n MV Jr 3 Jr **1 tfo 5 % 

TTHtJV "*)N<Ms<?d” SlfMfe tftT ^cTPVT 4 if 

MV tfcwtfV srfafk #V ^nmfv i 

[Ho tT*a , -380/8(4)/!ITf^ 71-q^] 

S.O. 1396. —Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that: 

(1) Messrs Kalyan Rice and Oil Mills. 

(2) Messrs Shree Ganesh Rice and Oil Mills. 

(3) Messrs Tezpur Elect, and Engineering Com- 
pany Limited. 

(4) Messrs Steel Works Limited Factory No, 2. 

(5) Messrs Stale Transport Workshop, 

(6) Messrs Simpson and Company. 

(7) Messrs Tezpur Roller and Flour Mills. 

(8) Messrs Krishna Rice and Oil Mills. 

(9) Messrs Ashoka Motors. 

(10) Messrs Bhamrah Brothers: 

were situated in Tezpur area which was a sparse area 
(that is an area whose insurable population was less 
than 500) in the district of Darang in the State of 
Assam, 

And, whereas by virtue of their location in a sparse 
area, the aforesaid factories were granted exemption 
from the payment of the employer’s special contribu- 
tion under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insur- 
ance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the 
provisions of Chapter V of the said Art in that area 
by the Central Government in the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour 
and Employment No, S.O, 845, dated the 16th March, 
1962. 

And. wherear the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Tezpur area in the 
district of Darang in the State of Assam has now 
exceeding 500, and it is no longer a sparse area: 

Now there Tore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act 
1948 (34 of 1948), the C^iitral Government hereby 
makes ihe following further amendment in the said 
notification namely:' — ■ 

In the Schedule to the said notification against 
Serial No. 2 the entry “Tezpur” in column 3 
and the corresponding entries in column 4 
shall be omitted. 

TNo. F. S-38018(7)/7LHI.l 
*TTo lie g — ZPT 7TWTT ^TT HRTtTPT 

?V w <rr f% - 

( i ) <mh<ii Ttyr ttus str*t faw, 


( 2) MV vw 9^ VHH f*IW, 

( 3 ) qyt ^jfVfarfvr 
fafJrtr, 

( 4 ) fJrfJrre <fokV tt* 2 , 

( 5) fcrtf ^ftrcV? EpforH, 

( 6) ftlWf *roy JprqrfV, 

( 7 ) Jrht; ^ faw, 

( s) JfcnV ^twtt ^ sthrt fJrs*r, 

( 9 ) srefrw 

( 10 ) WHT7T ; SKH 

Jkrp Jr fkRi «rr MV shr trit % strt fMJr Jr iwfV 
ff j hi^i<?V ^rr ^ (werfrjr q^rr f^reMV MfaT tjstMV 
500 % *pTT «fr) «tt ; 

Mk irt: ^rMV fM'jfr $f 5trrarr?V % ^ Jr swfw r ffr Mr 

5TRTR 9T *rr^7TT ?V ^TTCcT 

% wk Tknnx ’krr^nr MV ?fo =pto *ito 

845 rrKka’ 16 *TtM, 1902 SRT ^4^1 0 TRir aftRT *rfk- 

1948 ( 1948 w 34 ) MVsrrrr 73^%5rakfJrMV- 
QR) % fMrhr srfvraw Mr #«rRT ^?T?rnfrMfJrt3?;rM^V«SV 
^ ?rt fM srfsrfwi % %csqw 5 % rj9«r?E! rro eMa Jr 

snrfJra- eft strV ; 

»fk, irt: ?R7f7R ?Tf rnroi? ft w % fM 

srht ttj*t Mr ttrt f^rJr Jr fRt$7 MV MVrt w wri t 
*rw 500 Jr sfk ^ fWV ff mr -r i j V w 
^ I ; 

!Rr:, SR ^4-qiO TRJTMViTT WfBTffRTr, 1948 ( I 948 
34) MV HTTT 7 3-^ 3T7T SRtT Vffwkf ^ Sfitn ^TrT ft? 
Mrr^k tiq^sKi ^ s Rr | !ify^4i Jr srk otM fJr^r- 
%ferr ^fRfknr rfRrfV ^ : — 

srfa^TT MV Jr rtrt 3 Jr 

2 % srFRV ^r^c srfMffei sqk ^rwr 4 Jr MV 

cR^tMV tfT ^rre^ft 1” 

[#0 ^To 17^0 380 18( 7)/7H>^o tnf o ] 

S.O. 1197, — Whereas the Central Government was 
satisfied that The Gujarat Electricity Board, Sub-Divj- 
sion, was situated in Savarkundla area which was a 
sparse area (that is, an area whose insurable popula- 
tion was less than 500) In the district of Bhavnagar in 
the State of Gujarat; 

And, whereas by virtue of its location in a sparse 
area, the aforesaid factory was granted exemption from 
the payment of the employer’s special contribution 
under section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance 
Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) until enforcement of the provi- 
sions of Chapter V of the said Act in that area by the 
Central Government in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the late Ministry of Labour and Emp 
loyment No. S.O. 2586 dated the 4th September, 1963; 

And, whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the insurable population of the Savarkundla area 
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In the district of Bhavnagar in the State of Gujarat 
has now exceeded 500, and it is no longer a sparse area; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 73F of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 
1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following furthe r amendment in the said notifica- 
tion, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, Serial No.2 
and the entries relating thereto shall be 
omitted* 

[No. F. S-3801 3/4/71 -HI. 1 
RTTo Wo 1 1 9 *KRRT RR WITOR Pt 

RTT W f% fr J M <ld R#fR£fa€V sftt, RRT-fkfkR, RTTO> 

if ff*R <RT RRRR TPR % WRRRT fa? if 
RR $5T (Wffa T>W ^W RtR 

5TT*rnff" soo rr <ft) w ; 

sfk, rt: firtTRV WRkY % if srafkifd 

% WTtrR RT HRTR if 'dl^RR R?f, WR 

hrtpr % sur sfk ttsrtt fiisRq- rtV 

tfo RRo Wo 2586 flkfa 4 fRTRT, 1963 3TTT RrJwO" 

rm ^Prt trfefRwr, 1948 ( 1 948 rr 34) R?t wrr 
73-^T % wfk ffRkR % frofa sfkrm % rttr if m rrt % 

fax’ BE £ iff, R? fR ft 3U MfypRH % WRR 5 % 
OTff RT ^ if Mdfdd Riff gt WrT ] 

sfk, rr: *kr>k rr r> dwuR rrt 1 1 % 

R R TT R TFR % RRfRT if RRRRHT R?f afrRT RfR 
wdi<ff wr 500 fr m fa sfk r^ rr fwff gf vRrrff 
rr tfci r^T $ ; 

«R:, *TR, EFikuPf 7TR Rkrr RlfafRRR, 1948 (l948 

RR 34 ) Rft ETRT 73R 3TCT RTF RTfRtRf RR 5RR RRlf gij 
feV TOR TJcTRSni ERF RTflFJFET if Slk W*t fRR- 

farfaR 6 sr Rir^f t, wrfc : — 

"ERF Hlfsi^-RRI R?V 5R^fV if RR Ro 2 Stk EF% 
WFfojF RkkRT "pT ‘RT ft FTtnff 1 " 

[Wo RRo ITRo 38018( t)/ 71 -qRc'Wfo] 

New Delhi 3 the 4th March 1972 

S O. 1198. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary enquiry 
into the matter, hereby specifies with elfect from the 
1st April, 1970, the establishment known as Messrs 
Goneshbari Tea Company (Private) Limited, 13/5, 
Block ‘A’, New Alipore, Calcutta-53 for the purposes of 
the said proviso. 

[No. S.35018(59)/71-PF.II(Ii).] 

^ 4 m3, 1972 

<rrro wto 1198* — rar 
fsrffer sffc 3m fHftr srFcrPro*r, 1952 ( 1952 
19) $nrr g % w ski mm sifcpff mM 


5^J fro Jf WPTCW ^rNr % HNId 1 
1 1970 (srr^#^) [nPh^ 

1 3/ 5, t T^ l ^ ^WfTT-5 3 dTW F*im ^ 

^T^afRI % STTtjfdt % 1%fiT ^ 

1 1 

[^0 r^To35018( 59)/71^0t^0 2-(ii)] 

SO. 1199, — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Hakotronics Private Limited, Sussex Road, 
Bombay-27 and Branch Offices (J) Hakotronic Private 
Limited, 18 Appollo Street Bombay-1, (ii) Hakotronic 
(Private) Limited, Kaluchowky Road, Bombay-33 have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees' Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions* of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on th? first day of January, 197 L 

[No. S, 35017/35/ 71-PF.II(i),] 

R?T° Wo 11 99 . — *R: *K«hK RTf STcffa 

fkr | far $ra?lfffRW wrt? fafaSs, fir, 
27 RRT Ufa wffR (l) ^TRfk'tf^ 
fkfRtr, 16 Rrkft ^fk, ^j^f -1 ( 2 ) 

fkftkr, rtt^rW kr, Jj»Rf-33 rtw wr'R 
% HR3" fRfkTR? ?lk RRfanfkff Rft RTR TT 

WTWT Rf ^ fRT Ri’J'qiCl RpRR kflT !fk ^RR 

kfk srffjfRWT 1952 ( 1952 RR 19 ) % 

TOR Rff RTRJ f%TT ifr^ - -t, | rr • 

WT:, RR, 3R?T MfyfHRH # STHT 1 R?f g’RWTT ( 4 ) 

STTT SRTT RTfkTRt RR 5RtR RTRlf TO3RT RRR 

v)P^Pl9*1 % RWBT FRRR Rff 'TR^RT RTF^ RTFff 

t I 

srftrgRRT 1971 Rff % RWT fTR Rff 5^^ 

TOTSfV Wirjfr | 

[Ro itf- 35017( 3 5)/71->ffRRi-2(i) ] 

S.O. 1200. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees' Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary enquiry 
into the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the 
1st January, 1971 the establishment known as Messrs 
Hakotronics Private Limited Sussex Road, Bombay-27 
and its Branch offices at (1) 16-Appollo Street, Bombay-! 
and (2) Kaluchowky Road, Bombay-33 for the purposes 
of the said proviso. 

[No. S.35017/35/71-PF.II(ii).] 

RRo Wo 12 00 — %Rfk RRRRT R.4 riO RlTOR 
faftr *rk qfaR krftr, wftjfRwr, 1952 (1952 rr 
1 9 ) Rft aro 6 % awr t^r: irf Rrfwff rr witR 

R>R^ fR, WTOf fRWT *f RTRRRRf RTR RTT^ % 
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i 333 ft, 1971 jtt^ 

fts, iprt-27 3TT7> 3*3 uni ttwttt (i) 

^iftjjftro sjt^j faftss, 16 ?mft ^tz, 

ftR ( 2 ) ITf-t^lfTW 7T57£ ftfatT, 77f3tft ftr, 

*pft-33 3173: IW 73 333 TRJT T 5ftt33T 

% far* fqft'fltTR 7R3I ~i I 

[3° 35019( 35)/71-7\o 3^o~2(ii)] 

S.O. 1201, — Whereas it appears to tho Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as The Kerala State Coir Corporation Limited, Post 
Box No, 191 , Alleppey have agreed that the provisions 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) ot section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government heroby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the first 
day of October, 1971. 

[No, S.35019 (105) /71-PF.1L (i) ,] 

*jrfo stto 1201 — ,ot; dT+T < OTtd 

^TdT | dd^ fa otot wrftOT dte: 

do i9i, q^nft diw d d*OT fddtOTr *rk 
^ dgdVll w dTd TC d$OT *[T | f% 

fdfa tfk krd fdftr dfafddd, 

1952 ( 1952 OT 19) % ddOTT dOT ^dTTd OT 
ftn? OTd 

ot:, ot, sot dfafadd # trm 1 dderra ( 4 ) 

5TOTT fllPkWt OT OTPT V d fq OTSfa ddOTT dOT 
stfdfddd % dOT ^dTTd OT qd^TTT OTCcft 

I » 

dl[ «ri¥gOTT 1971 ^ OTd for dfd 

dd^ft OTtpft i 

[do qd- 35019 ( 1 0 5 ) / 7 l‘Tt 0 ^ 2 (i)] 

S.O. 1202. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section tf of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary enquiry 
into the matter, hereby specifies with efiect from the 
1st day of October, 1971, the establishment known as 
the Kerala State Coir Corporation Limited, Post Box 
No. 191, Alleppey for the purposes of the said proviso 
l_No. S.35U1.9 C105) /71 -PF.II(H) .] 

;To7To 12 02, — TRW 'KTR TTWTft ftTW frfa 
tfft WT ftfa STfaf333, 1952 ( 1952 33 19) 

33 3RT 6 % 333 4 3RT 333 TlftftT 73 3737 3vft 

ITO fa73 3 3T7WT 3T7 TT3 % TifTft 1 3TJ3T, 
197 1 3 ft %T3 SR 7WR Tl7fftl3 7>R 7TW 

3o 191 3I3T *3173 73 333SRT 373 TRFfT % 

331371 % frft 7W3T | I 

[ 3 o H 3 o - 35019 ( 105 )/ 71 - 7 Vo tT 37 o — 2 (U) J 


5.0, 1203. — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees In relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Kamala Silk Mills, Thakkar Bapanagar, Post 
Office Box No. 1129, Mulchandani Industrial Estate, 
Ahmedabad have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the first day 
of November, 1971. 

[No. S.35019/ 1 15/ 71-PF. II (i),] 

OT® dTo 1203- — OT; %dftd ddOTT dij *K fid 
^ fo 4 *k{ OT7OT fd^T fn<rd, 5VR dWIOTT) dt °lft O 
3TW 30 1129, *J33R|ff( ^{^33 
3m wm % f33t3Tf »fft +^ir<3l 3^- 

5(W ^3 31373 3^33 3t | ft 7^7T{1 3ftnT ftft 
f|RT 7f?I3 fftftT *rftjl333, 1952 ( 1952 73 19) 

T 373^3 373 93173 73 3T3 3T%t 5 

«I3:,^5I3, 373 Srferf333 «ft 3RT 1 373TTT 
( 4 ) SHT 333 ft733t 73 sftft 733 53 3 < 7 >K 

373 Wfkf333 % 377 RJ 373 WI73 33^T7T 3T^ 
73^ft ^ 1 

35 ^fa^l 19 33m, 1971 % 5133 ft3 Trt 51^3 

I 

[3o t^o-35019 ( 115)/71-<fT° ^«-2(i)] 

5.0. 1204, — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as The Messrs Sundara Sagar Press, Sivakaehh Ram- 
nad have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1052 
(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of May, 1971. 

LNo. S.35019 (127) /71-PF.II.] 
$TT o 1204. — OT1 d|[ Sftfk 

?t3T | ft $RTr 33TC TO, (33173 Vfl, TI333, 

3X37? 37T3 3 ftfftpp Wft TRTlftff 
3 3T3 73 3?33 ft 7$ | ft T33I-Q 3ftw ftft *(\X 
7^13 ftft SlftftTO 1952 ( 1952 73 19) ^ 
3733J 373 ^3T73 7?t 3NJ; ft^ 3ft 3TF51T; 

to:, 33 , 373 srftrftro ft 3m i 37smr ( 3 ) 
am 5R3 3t33ft 73 513 ft Tift |it %?fft 
wfilftro % 3733T 373 3373 ft 73^8 RI 7R?ft 

% > 
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JT? Wfa^TRT 1971 JPJtf 

MTCft sntf»fr I 

[tf° RN-35019 (l27)/71<fto RXo 2] 

5.0. 1205. — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Thakur Air Conditioning Company, Gala No. 
123, 3rd Floor, Municipal Industrial Estate, Bapti Road, 
Bombay-8 have agreed that the provisions of the Em- 
ployees' Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions ot 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to come into force 
*n the first day of July, 1971, 

[No. S. 35019 (144) /71-PF. II ] 

XTo WT° 1205. — RcT: TOR XV RR 

jRfar gtaT | fx fcrtf rrx RRfirarfRx xiroft, 
r° 123,^3-j sri ^m'K, ^jPrfJrRX - rrSx, xtx, 

^K(t-8 RTRX^im Jt RM^T fRRtXX tfk RnjRTf{Rf 

RglfRRT W RTX RX^ Rt $ fx RRfRTfT RfRM 

fafa RflX klR fRfa wftrfRRR 1952 ( 1952 

XT 19) % XWR XRR fRTRR XT^ fXR Xk RTf^R; 

NR:, NR, RRR NftrfRRR R?t NKT 1 Rft MR ( 4) 

J 111 JNIxT f?TRRRT RR JTRRT XXR JR %xftR RXRRX -JW 
NfafoR R $ RTR^N RRR RTO Xt RRRJ1XT XPj; RXcft 
$ I 

RJ Nfa^HI 1971 ^ q[?nt % RRR fRR RTt XJX 
RR«fT XTR’ft I 

[tf° RfTo-35019 ( 144)/71-<fto RRTo 2] 

8.0. 1206. — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Haryana State Small Industries & Export 
Corporation Limited, 254, Sector 9-C, Chandigarh have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees* Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of March, 1909. 

[No. 8/96/09-PF,II(i).] 

*n° 12 06: — *TcP VWTT ^ 

stfta jtaT $ fr SfxTPRT rSx R*JT 

RRU R t t XlXqtkTR WR^, 254, J(R£T 9 *fr, r, R<rfU« RTRX 

?xtrx Jr rms fkfrxxf Nk Rtfwrfoflr Rft 

arrcr qx Rifw fl ?!; fx +4 rt 0 Nfa«T fafe Nk Rjx*R 

( frfa NfafaxR, 1952 ( 1952 RR 19) ^ MPT?* 

rrr *xiqw xt xfj; fxR xk 'nfijR; 


WR:, NX, RRR NfsrfXNR R?t NT XT 1 Rft MR ( 4) 
<nxT vrfxkr xt srxtx xk jr %kk rxxtx xxt 
N farfRRR X rrrrj xxr xrtw xt rr^jtxt xT^xkt 
$ > 

1 9 69 % H fcf W 5T^rT 

^«n i 

8/96/69-Tto 2(i)] 

S.O. 1207*— In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1992), 
the Central Government, after making necessary enquiry 
into the matter, hereby specifies with efiect from the 
1st day of March, 1069, the establishment known as 
Messrs Haryana State Small Industries and Export Cor- 
poration Limited, 254, Sector 9-C, Chandigarh for the 
purposes of the said proviso, 

[No, 8 (96) / 69-PF.II (ii) .] 

RTTo WTo 1207. — %7jfcr RXXTX RRfa l fl xftlM 

fxftr Nk rttr fxftr Rftfw, 1952 ( 1952 rr 
ie)R?t tnxT 6 ^ qx^ srxr rrjtrIr 

RiXcI gR, RX?T fRXR NTRXRR) XTR RiR^ qXRR|| 1 *11-4, 
1969 Jr gfXRTXT RRTRT R^X RTO^ 

RRXftkTR fafikf, 254, JpRX 9 ift, RTNRT 

RRIRR XT RR^ITXT XRR RX^X % STRIXHT % fxR fxfRfRX! 
RX^ft % I 

[tfo 8(96)/69- t fVo RXo II (ii) ] 

New Delhi , the 6th March, 1072 

S.O. 1208, — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary enquiry 
into the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the 
31st December, 1970, the establishment known as Messrs 
Voltamp Electricals Private Limited, 69, Prince Bakhtiar 
Shah Road, Tollygunj, Calcutta-33, including its Re- 
gistered Office at P-15, New CJ.T, Road, Calcutta-12, 
for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S.35018(57)/71-PF.II(ii).] 
R^fR^ft, 6 MR, 1971 

XTo WTo l2 08.-k£lR RXRRX XRRTTt RfRM ftfET 
Nk klR Mn NftrfRRR, 1952 ( 1952 XT 19) 

Rft NTXT 6 ^ RXR RTXJX 5TXT RRRT RrfRMff XT RRtR X7^ 
|R, NX5 fWT R NTRWX XTR XM % RXRRT 3 1 fkFRX, 
1971 R “TxkR XXfR^XTO RTX^T fxfxM, 69, fRXT 
R psdRK XTR XtX, ^txtRX, XXXxTT-33 RRT ^RRR TfX- 

Rxi wrfqxr 'fl- 1 5, m xxrxtt- i 2 rtxx 

fRTRR Rlt RRR3TXT XRX RXRJX ^ XXtXRf % fXR fRfRfR^ 
XXRt | I 

frf 0 RRT- 3 5 0 1 8 ( 57)/71-’fVoRXo2(ii)] 

S.O. 1209. — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Orkay International, Kurla Andheri Road, 
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Sakl Naka, Bombay-72 including its office at Orkay 
Internationa], 0-D, Prem Kutir, 177, Marine Drive, 
Bombay-20 have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees 1 Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1932), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come Into 
force on the thirty-first day of July, 1969. 

[No. S. 35017 (50) /71-PF.II(1).] 
<pTo WTo 1 2 09/-TO: r fR^TT7: ^ ^ spftr ijtaf' 

I fa *rrt % ' TON) - ffa TOtfy'TOir, 

W^f-72, faro' VT* $ e-ft, to vtrr, ' 

1 7 7 TO^rf- 2 o tot r ^^rspr rtto 

# tots frot^r* sfrr *tnfaiPwf to tot 

RT SITOfT ^ favtf-dlOflTfTOT fafa sfafTO RfTO 
fafa SlfaftTO, 1952 ( 1952 RR 19) ^ 3 WS T TOT 
wm ^ ^rnr far 3n% *rr%y ; 

to:, to, tot *tWhto ft snrr 1 ft 3 toft ( 4) 1 

urr TOTT STfapff TORT TOrT ftr %?jftq- tfTOR toT 

«rfkfwr % wtj tot totto ft ^«sr<r tot TOft t \ 

*Tf 5rfsr^TT 1969 ft W(f %■ 3 is fro ft h^tt gf 
^r*rsfV TORft i 

[#0 tr^To 35017( 50)/71-fTo tr^o 2(i)] 

S.O. 1210. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act. 1952 (19 of 
1952), the Central Government after making necessary 
enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies with effect 
from the 31st December, 1970, the establishment 
Urkay International, Kurla Andheri Road. Saki Naki 
Bombay-72, including its office at Orkay International, 
6-D, Prem Kutir, 177, Marine Drive, Bombay-20 for the 
purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. 3.35017(50) /71-PF.II(ii),] 

<ft° wfo i2io.-%7fftr tohk VHTOfr ttItot fafe 

VtT ?TO erftj SlftlPm, 1952 (l952*PT 19) ft 
TOT 6 % TOTR qr^T TOT TOTT VlfaTift R7T tort 
TOTS' fim Jr TOTTOP % TOTOJ 3 1 TOTf , 1969 
TOr^ror, f aft ftr, Rift tot, 72, 

f^ratf TO % 6-ft, TOT fftT, 177 4fRT 

$tto, TOif -20 tor toto RH-froT^t | rtto ^im ft 
TO*tot 33R fa fdfa g «roft $ 1 

[Ro ^r-350i7( 50)7i-q^otTTT:oII(ii)] 

S.O. 1211. — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Cochin Refineries Employees* Consumer Co- 
operative Society Ltd., No. E226, Ambala Mugal via 
Tripunithura, Ernakulam District have agreed that the 
provisions of the Employees Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 


This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of November, 1971. 

[No. S. 35019 (11 l)/71-PFJI(i),] 
V To Wo 1211,-*rcr: qftq? Urffa $tdT 

fRn*<Tt fafai* f o fo 226 , ?r^wr ^TT fapfapT 
to%to f^rr torp wror % tots? frofaff ffa: 

^Tf^rf ^ »rpf^n ^ «n: ?tfpr?T ft »rf t fr 

frftr tftr qf^FT frTa' srfyfaiH, 1952 (1952 

w 1 9 ) % 'JH’C'W ^umv< ^ft 5 ^ fV" ^rnt ■errf^TT • 


?r*r, ^ ott 1 'ft g ^ro ( 4 ) 

rm sttw yr sm>r y^t grr ^ wfir- 

F'TTT^r ^t ^d\ai<l ^Tf^T I 

*T$ *T%^IT 1971 % ^TTRn: % ST^HT f^T 'ft JJ^T 

?wr I 


[fo T^ro 3S0l9[lli)/71->fto <T*>o D(i)] 

Netn Delhi , the 7th March 1972 

S.O. 1212.— Whereas the State Government of Kerala 
has, in pursuance of clause (d) of section 4 of the Em~ 
ployees* State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), nominat- 
ed Shri K. V. Ramakrishna Ayyar, Secretary to the 
Government of Kerala Labour Department, to repreent 
that State on the Employees* State Insurance Corpora- 
tion, in place of Shri'C. K. Kochukoshy: 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 4 of the Em- 
ployees' State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following 
amendment in the notification of th eGovemment of 
India in the Ministry of Labour. Employment and Re- 
habilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 

S.O. No. 2703, dated the 27th May, 1971, namely: — 

In the said notification, under the heading “ (Nominat- 
ed by the State Governments under clause (d) of section 
4)", for the entry against item 12, the following entry 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“Shri K. V. Ramakrishna Ayyar, Secretary to the 
Government of Kerala. Labour Department 
Trivandrum’*. 

[No. F. U.10O12/14/71-HI.1 
ftMY, 7 RT#, 1972 

«PT« tffo 1212;-HTT %77T TTWT TOR % RnWKV 
4Vrt tTfafaror, 1948 (1948 VT 34) srm 4% 
VI (*r) % SPJTO7R if fco jfto TTRTWr «rnTT, ^rf^T, 
%T$r ftott «ft 4Vo %o ^ pror qr RnWrft 

TTHT 4NT PtTOT jf TO TTHT «ft srRRfvW % faq 

TOT fW t; 

TO:, TO, TFJR 'ftTO vRRqq, 1948 ( 1948 

*T 34) OTTr 4 % ITJTO'R ®f %^T FRRTTT RH ^ gTTT 
WTOT TTTOTT % TO, ^TOTT fnrfTT TOTTTO (TO (ftr 

xtTOKfwr) >fy q f sr ym r ^fo frowto 2551, mfRr 9 
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TOTO, 1966 if sfn S# ProMTO tfWtTO *"dY I ; 


TOR JiftRfTOT t "(iTTO RTOTtY 3TCT ETRT 4 % WS 

(*r) % mfcr RFffalw ) ” tfrro % ?fY% toi 2 % rtrJT tY 
H&ftd % TOTR TO fRTOfjlfQR Rplfc Hfawfacf sft RTtoY, 


"sfY ^To Twrf^r tor:, 

Rfro, %th rtoto, to from, frosT 1" 


[tfo TOo *T— 1 6 0 1 2 ( 14)/71-R^0 5nfo] 


New Delhi, the 10 th March 1972 


RjYTO TTORT- 1 3 TIFT FITTR TY RR^PI TOR TRp 

% snft^nff % fJn* frfafyj tort t i 

[TORT RR— 3 5 018( 70) /7 1-TT° 1^91—2 (il) ] 

S.O. 121,5. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation tu Lhc establishment known as 
the South Central Railway Head Quarters Staff Canteen, 
New Administrative Building. Secunderabad-25 have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees 1 Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1932), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government h rue by applies the provisions of the 
said Act 1o the srilr) establishment. 


S.O. 1213. — Whereas it appeals to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs K. K. Entrepreneurs, 10, Princep Street, Calcutta- 
13 have agreed that the provisions of the Employees 1 
Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 
(19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the thirty- 
first day of January, 1972. 

[No. S. 35018 (70) /71-PF.II (id .] 

^ 1 0 RT^, 1972 

^JTo STTo 1213* — ZRP Spffa i^tdT 

| ft? rriY %o 1 0 fkm mgte, ^mn -13 

tl'i'P fHH'l % fTOtTO> lnT< "pt 

TO ftr to ?Y ni | fo 4^-TTft Rfror f^rffer srk 

ff«r fanr irrffer 1952 (1952 to 19)% 

TOR RHm RF£ M 4 1 ; 

'Hd ’ m*!, \s°ki ?rfErfn t i*i t?Y rrt 1 t>Y rtrrt ( 4 ) 
5TTT 5TTTO FrfTTOT TO 51 if FT TOR 1 gq TOSTO TOifTO TOT 

^rfferf-r^nr totor tor rtptr rY to 3^,1 <1 rt^rrHYI i 

Rg STfa^HI 1972 ^ 'Ji'iF 0 % 3 1^ fRR *fY 5T^R 
gi rr?tY toM 1 

[wr TO"“ 3 S 0 1 8 ( 7 0 ) / 7 1- -'ft O 2 ( i ) ] 

S.O. 1214. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees 1 Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary en- 
quiry into the matter, hereby specifies, with effect 
from the thirty-first day of January, 1972, the estab- 
lishment known as Messrs K. K. Enterpreneurs, 10, 
Princep Street, Calcutta-1 3 for the purposes of the 
said proviso. 

[No. S. 35018(70)/ 71-PF,II(ii).l 

TO° WT° 1214. — TOsYr WR TOR|{) RfqTO ftrffj 
Yrr faftr, *rfEriwr, 1952 ( 1952 to 19) 
tY urn e ^ jt«w srcr 5Kvr RfroRf to rrFt 
rrY rrhj fwr Jr mwf tor rrY % tortr; 
31 TOTR 0, 197? -it RRlY %0 %0 10 , fwr 


This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first *lav of June, 1971. 

[No, S-35019(100)/71-PF.II.l 

TOo Wo 1215 — IRE YRsYr RTOTO tY Rg 5FTYR ?YrT 
£ f*F #RTf fr OTT ^=lt 

f^frUT, ftHRTTMK-25 TO ’FTOPT % 
Tn=ro frotro sfk ^^1^ ^r to tot tt wto 
^ | fe wfirraT fqfsr wk f tot w fHftr 

srfsrfTOtr 1952 ( 1952^ 19) 

^Tf^; 

to:, to, tit ?rfsrFTO 4 # yRr 1 ytetht ( 4) 
3tti stto FifronTt ^rr sttot utok sto 

wFuffrro % totto ftojrt tojtofY 1 1 

it? srfsr^r 1 97 1 % to % stto fro ^ sr^Tf ff 
uroft toWY 1 

[#0 TO-350I9( 100)/71-'fto(T^o2] 

S.O, 1216. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Uma Shankar Roadways, Shimoga, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment, 

Now.thereforc, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of .Tune, 1971. 

I No. S. 350l9<147)/71-PF.U(i).J 
^7To ^To 1216- — ?PT; Rifl'd RTyfTR! ^rf ^ q’rftd' 

fraT t fa rtf tot Tiro: toto, from toto irtto Jr 

■HTO5 fT-fTRI kk T^RlFTOf tY TO TOT TO 

rtot i\ r? I fk TiTOrk frFer tto 

fRfR ?TFtTfTOR, 1952 ( 1952 TR 19) % RTO7ST TOT 
TOITO TO RFj; fTOT TOY TOf^fT ; 

TOT TO, TOT TTFetFTTO STRT I tY - TOOTTT ( 4) 
3TO 5ITO wlTOTf TO 5 TRYr TOTT gq TOTOT TOR 

TrfRfTOri % TOTOT TOR TOITR TiY HTOXRT RFJTOCcfr | I 
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^ srfsr^TOT 1971 ^ % jfp fro *ft thitt 

TOffr Hfaft I 

[Ho qH-35019( 147)/71-ftoqTO-2(i)] 

S.O. l&rj. — In exercise of the powers conferred by- 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees* Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary 
enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies with effect 
from the 1st June, 1971 the establishment known as 
Messrs Uma Shankar Roadways, Shimoga for the pur- 
poses of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 35019(147) -PF.II(li),] 

TOo Wo 1217- — TOTO7 TOTOft TfrfTOT fafa 

sftr cm fafa, nfufaTO, 1952 (1952 to 19 ) 

T^TOT 6 % 5TTO TOTtf TOT TOM gfaTOT TO TOTO TOT §q, 
TPTO1 faTO *f STRTO'F TOM TOft % M^iq 1 1 9 7 1 % 

TO|I TOi < TTs^hT, ftwfaT 'TOW RTTTT 'Ft qTOTOT -3TO 
TTO£F % TOfaft % faq fafafe: TOcfV | I 

[fTo qH-35019( 147)/71-ft°qTO 2(ii)] 

S.O. 1218. — Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that the employer and the majority of 
the employees in relation to the establishment known 
as Messrs Continental Shipping and Clearing Agency, 
No. 8, Second Line Beach, Madras- 1 have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of May, 1971. 

TNo. S.35019 (95) /71-PF.H (i) .] 

TOo TOol2l8.-TO:%'ftHTOTOT , F>TOTOfa*frHT 
% fa tfTOT TOfTOTO fafaT TR TOffaf' *T qt^ft, Ho 8, 
tTO HsTTH - 1 TOW ?«tm % TTTO froftw 

*fk TOTTOfRlf sft Jf^HTOT TH TOT TO H^TTO nf | fa 
TOfaTft*rfTOT fafa hYt JTTO TTO fWfa FTfafTOH 1952 
( 1952 TO 19) % TOTOT TOcT TORT TOT faq TOT 
; 

TO:, TO, HTO HfafaTOT *ft HKT 1 ^ft TOHRT ( 4) 
5TOT 5TTOT HfalTf 'FT SHTfa TOft $q %^sffar TOTO7 TOT 

wf jfa ■ v i -thph siTOHm to qg^nr toj; totO | i 

*Tq stlfa^TOT 1971 ift % TOTH far «ft TOTT ^ 
HHift HTqft I 

[TTo qrr- 350 19 ( 95 ) /7 l-'ftoqq;© 2(i) ] 

S.O. 1219. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary en- 
quiry into the matter, hereby specifies with effect from 
the 1st of May, 1971 the establishment known as 
Messers Continental Shipping and Clearing Agency, 
No. 0, Second Line Beach, Madras-1 for the purposes 
Of the said proviso. 


TOo Wfo 1219. HTOTO 'F'fTOft HfTOH fafa 

(fk JTH f# 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 TO 19) 

«ft HTTT 6 % HHH TT?W 5T7T TOM STfaRt TO THYt TOTcT 

jq, hh# farq t sttto'w tot totY % tohth q^r gf 1 9 7 1 

Y TOMTOM ftrfTOT qf TOfTHpnr q^ffft, 5o 8, HTO® HTJH 
jfK HSTT - 1 TOW RTTHH TO qHHTOT If T TTOW % 

srqtrof % faq fafafVH: trTt % i 

[h'o qn-35oi9( esj/yi-'ftoq^o 2(ii)] 

S.O. 1220. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Hindustan Polymers Limited, Near Gopalapat- 
11 am Police Station, Pendurthi Road, Visakhapatnam 
(A.Pj and the Registered Office, Hindustan Polymers 
Ltd., C/o Shri Ram Mills Fergusson Road ? Lower 
Pare], Bombay-1 have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment 

This notification shall bo deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of May, 1971. 

TNo. S, 35019 (104) /71-FF.II (i) ,] 

TIo Wol22 0.-TO:%^HRFR'FtT^5Fffa 
| fa 3HH Tfabltf faftR 1 ?, Hi TTHTTRIH 

gfan 'iij'fi ftf, fawmsHH (qo'fVo) ersrrqH^T 

fHRT 'RJTO Tfa, HtHT TTH, HTHT 

RTTTO % frotgRT <ffa TOHTfaff ^ T[H 

TO TT HfHH ft Hf f fa TV^TRt vfTO fafa 5flT fS^T 
TO 1952 ( 1952 *FT 19) % TOTTOT 

TOTH HTFT'T 'Ft H I F faq 3frT Hlff 11 , j 

TO:, TO, TOfT HftrfTOTO ^t 'TOT 1 ^ TOTSTRT ( 4 ) 
TOT TTOT Slfarqf ^FT TTO TOT |q TOFTT TOT 

HfafTOT % TOTOET HTO FHTTO «Ft qT^SKT TOJ 'FTcft f I 

HFsgrorr 1971 ^^% jtto far 'Ft 

THTlft TOq^t I 

[ T 0 qTT- 35 0 19 ( 1 04)/71- , ftoqT;o 2( i ) ] 

S.O. 1221. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary en- 
quiry into the matter, hereby specifies with effect from 
the 1st May, 1971, the establishment known as Messrs 
Hindustan Polymers Limited, near Gopalapatnam Police 
Station, Pendurthi Road ? Visakhapatnam (A,P) and 
the Registered Office, Hindustan Polymers Ltd., C/o 
Shree Ram Mills Ltd,, Fergusson Road Lower Parel, 
Bombay- 1. for the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No S.35019 ( 104) /71-PF.II (ii) .] 

Too hto 1221 .-%rffa *r*TO TOTOfr nfror farfar 
hVt ?to faftr Nfafroq, 1952(1952 to 19 
'ft HTTT 6 % TTO TO^F TO TTO Hfaqff TO H 


fNo. S, 35019/95/7 1 -PF.II (il) . ] 
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jijiT fqrpi Jr vnin =h (4 % h'Hi^ 1 

1971 % f^cTR 

gftm q?«ff % fqHHrpiEHH (wio ) h«it ?h% 
tT^To 47FtT ^ q I H 'iV'jflHH fwftt® HfScT « fr 7TH fHEH 

fwfa^y T’fHT ftf, Him 1TH, - 1 HFEF H9TR 
"pi Hd^fi I KT '29x1 4 <, r d,“t> % IpftHpft Hi (q Id <xfl 

$ I 

[H° ^H° 35019( 104)/7HftoI[i;o2(ii)] 

S.O. 1222. — Whereas it appears to the Central Gov- 
ernment that the employer and the majority of the 
employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Gujarat Nets Ltd., Ahmedabad, Warp Knitting 
Plant, Sewage Farm Road, Behind Helanca, Ahmeda- 
bad-22 have agreed that the provisions of the Emp- 
loyees* Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the thirty- 
first day of December, 1971, 

TNo. S.35019 (125) /71-PF.II (1) ,] 

9TTo 5TT ° 1 2 2 2 — W: mm STfttf ftcTT 

| >jmTrr fno qfa' faflrq 'Hte, 

TTmrr, twqn % 44$, - 22 httpf 

hVt HTpGir sfTf ^q' 59 1 ^H^TrrTTTfprT 

h? | fe Hifir wf^q- fa-fa sffa qfar fafa qfa- 

fWT 1952 ( 1952 9iT 19) % HTiRT FTTTH 
ht'j f%TT nfa- ^rf^ir ; 

m:, m, Y9T srfafaqH sttit 1 ^ HTHnr ( 4 ) 
5TTT ITTcT i(l fad 41 911 3 Tm1 j I' 4>'sffa HUPTT jw 

HfafaTT ^ YT^EJ f«TPH Wit Tfr^RT HHJ meft $ I 

1 97 1 % ftro % 3 1 f fan «fa st^?h 

I 

^°-35QlQ(l25) [jl-'ftoTFno 2 (i)] 

S.O. 1223. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees* Provident 
Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, alter making necessary en- 
quiry into the matter, hereby specifies with effect from 
the 31st December, 1971, the establishment known as 
Messrs Gujarat Nets Ltd., Ahmedabad, Warp Knitting 
Plant, Sewage Farm Road, Behind Helanca, Ahmeda- 
bad-22 for the purposes of the said proviso. 

TNo. S. 35019 (125) 71-PF.II (il) .] 
srro 1223 . — qiifaiCt Hfawfafa 

Rr fafa HfafaW, 1952 (1952^ 19) 
*rt HTC1 6 % IPTH 3TTT Hfacfaf *FT sfafa HTH 

giT, hto vww nfa ^ % tshth 3 1 faH*qc, 

1971 Jf 4 (Hi <ld 4dq fa°, Sl^qTrqiT faPiHi 


nrm qq % wthhI % fw 

•frdt 1 1 

[ho iTHo 3 5 0 1 9 ( 1 2 5 ) / 7 l-4t SITT. o-2 ( ii ) ] 

T4ij) 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 25th February 1072 

S.O, 1224. — In the notification of the Government 
of India In the Ministiy of Labour, Employment and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour & Employment), 
No. S.O. 2604, dated the 2Gth June, 1971, published 
at page 3628 of the Gazette of India, Part II Section 
3. sub-section (ii) dated the 10th July, 1971, for 
Maharashtra’ * read "Mysore”. 

[No. S. 35019 (2) 71-PF.II.] 
DAUIT SINGH, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 10 th March 1972 

S.O. 1225. — Whereas the Central Government being 
satisfied that the public interest so required, had de- 
clared by a notification made in pursuance of the 
provisions of the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause 
(n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1047 
(14 of 1947), [being the notification of the Government 
of India, in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 
3829, dated the 13th S_eptember, 1971] the copper 
mining industry, to be a public utility service for the 
purposes of the said Act for a period of six months 
from the 26th September, 1971; 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that the public interest requires the extension of the 
said period by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exerpise of the powers conferred 
by the proviso to sub-clause (vi) or clause (n) of 
section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby declare® the 
said industry to be a public utility service for the 
purposes of the said Act for a further period of six 
months from th© 25th March, 1972, 

[No. S. 11025/9/72-LR.I(i) ] 

(*m t tMhttt Rthhi) 

10 HT*, 1972 

VTo WTo 12 2 5. — SIT: HTVTT HH1HR 

IJt HT% IT ftl Mlvfjpl Jr «TT, faqiq 

wfaPHTH, 1947 (1947 TT 14) OTT1 2 % (JUT (j) 

% HHSpi (VI) % H9WT $ WHHTW Jf 

Hfsgvn [hkh hthtt % «nnfk hsihh (■sth 

tfapm: fwq) Hftr^'RT tfsiTT TloHTo 3829 
7lrtrtn3 fWHT, 1971] IRT !ftHT Hlftir qrt 
HftrfJniH % JnftHH % farr 25 ftra^T, 1971 qro 

vraiqftr % fair «ftf^r?r fw «rr; 

HlT qH: %HfTq H(.<nK TPT ^ 1% Hfar Jf OTf 
HTHiqfq 'Ft qr: H1H *ffT qTHT'TfH % fw HTHT 
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5k:, m 5 fta¥kF Pkk wfafkrk, 1947 (1947 k 
14 ) *ft kTTT 2^r«PW (») (vj) ^WT^ITTr 

srti kf+Hl k snrW kxt 5^ %kft«T «ckx trk^nxr 

kk 'd^Tl4 'J'W H*Pl J i r Tf % fWf 2 5 ■Hi 1 ? , 

1 9 7 2 Tl ® : kTk 5lk kkTkfk % fkTT kfa kMkt*ft ?HT 
ktfk kxft £ I 

[kkT ^0 11025/9/72-1^0^X0-1(1)] 

S.O, 1226. — Whereas the Central Government being 
satisfied that the public interest so required had de- 
clared by a notification made in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the proviso to aub-clause (vi) of clause (n) 
of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), [being the notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 
3830, dated the 13th September, 1971] the lead mining 
industry to be a public utility service for the purposes 
of the said Act for a period of six months from the 25th 
September, 1971; 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that the public interest requires the extension of the 
said period by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of 
section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947 )j the Central Government hereby declares the 
said industry to be a public utility service for the 
purposes of the said Act for a further period of six 
months from the 25th March, 1972. 

[No. S.11025/9/72-LR.I (ii) .] 
»PTo STTo 1226 . — k: %^k kTkT THIMH 

ft tx % kk fiftr ir t*tTT 5 kfok «u, irftaftfw fws 

’ETfferf^RTTT. 1947 (l947^T 14) *ft E(TTT 2 % SFT (l) 

% (vi) % 'TTRJtf % kkkf * if kF 

srfa^HT [krxkkTkx^’snT 5ftx g/nfa kkirnr ( «nr 
wk tTjimR. fakk) 'M lye’ll 1 ko 5rr<> 383 0 
cTlftW 13 fCd^T, 1971] 5ITT XftXTT 3Jkk k*fk kk 
5Tfafkkk % SPtfcRf ^ fkj 25 fTkkT, 1971 $ ®: kTk 
+ikTkfa % 5tlH> TkT ®flOk fkTT *TT ; 

ktx k: kftk kTkX *ft Tk £ fo kk %T 3 kk 
kkTkfa *ft ®: kTk <ft kk «FHHfa %■ ftrtr kfkT 3TFTT 
5ftfSH $ I 

stct: n? sfartfw fkT? kfar-kk, 1947 (1947 k 

14) kTTT 2%*5Fk ($) %kq<J|U3 (vj) % M X* gTTT 
kkrT nifakT k Rkk gq kftq kk+K <1 kk 
kkk Tt kk kfafkkk % kkftkT % fw 2 5 kPfr, 1972 
vT®:kTk ! ft5rk<FHHrv ^f^kkkkktkrT'Trfk 
kxtfr 1 1 

[ttto qk° no2s/9/72-kT°’iTn:o-i (ii)] 

S.O. 1227. — Whereas the Central Government (being 
satisfied that the public interest so required, had 
declared by a notification made in pursuance of the 
provisions of the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause 
(n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1047 
(14 of 1947), [being the notification of the Government 
of India, in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation 


(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S .©. 
3831, dated the 13th September, 1971] the zinc mining 
industry, to be a public utility service for the pur- 
poses of the said Act for a period of six months from 
the 25th September, 1971; 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that public interest requires the extension of the said 
period by a further period of nix months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of 
section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby declares the 
suid industry to be u public utility service for the 
purposes of the said Act for a further period of six 
months from the 25th March, 1972, 

[No. S.11025/9/72-LR.I (iii) .] 
B. K. SAKSENA, Under Secy. 

ko STTo 1227-kT: kT=FK k k^kkTkk 

kk kT for kk %k k HTT kkfkk kT, sfttfTfk^ fkkk 
SrfafaftFT, 1947 ( 1947 ’PT 14) ^ kTTT 2 %'?J¥ (k) 
% kHk ( vi ) % TTH/P XT kX®refT % kk/TTk if inp 
(kTTkkT'FT% > srR kk gkfk kkTkk (kkkk <rx p i R 
fV’ffH) ^ mm ^to ttto 383 1 Rfter 1 3 fer- 
HR, 197 1] 9TTT Wm ^fk ^ ^1 STfafRFT % 
SFrkpff % fktr 2 5 UHRT, 19 71%®: Hk TT THTkfsT 
% fkir kk kWFft Ntikk ftkT kr I 

wk q?r : k^k kTkT # th t Of Htk %r k 
VWMftl W HTT iftx ^kHfsr % fair 3T$HT kHl 
t I 

srt: w f^kk srfafwr, 1947 (1947 

TiT 14) aft STTTT 2 % WS ($) ?W? (iv) % TTk/F 

5TTT Skk kfaRFTf TT SFTk |IT kTkTT qk^SrTT 
kk k?rk 3ft kk SrftrOkk % Tktkf % fktr 25 kTH, 
1972 ^®: kk aft kk kkkfk % fkir 5Tt^ kkfFfV 
TkT ktfkk ktft | | 

[ko H 025 / 9 / 72 - 1 ^ 0511 x 01 (iii)] 
kto %o kkHT, 5kX kfkk I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 10 th May 1972 

SvO. 1228. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in rela- 
tion to the management of Knttadih Colliery, post 
Office Pandaveshwar, District Burdwan and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Gov- 
ernment on the 4th May, 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 40 of 1971 

Parties; 

Employers in relation to the management of Kotta- 
dih Colliery, 

And 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchi Presiding Officer. 



i8 68 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MAY 20, 1972/VAISAKHA 30, 1394 


[Part It 


Appearances: 

On behalf of Emvloyer.—Sri II. R. Das Gupta, Per- 
sonnel Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen — Absent. 

State: West Bengal Industry: Coal Mines 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-1912/1371-LRII, dated 26th Febru- 
ary, 1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry 
of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (De- 
partment of Labour and Employment), referred the 
following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Kottadih 
Colliery and thou- workmen, Lo this tribunal, for ad- 
judication, namely: 

'‘Whether the management of Kottadih Colliery, 
Post Office Pandaveshwar, District Burdwan 
arc justified in placing Sarvashri Abdul Gani 
and. Kamchandra, Pump Khalasis in Category 
II under the recommendations of Central Wage 
Board for Coal Mining Industry? If not, What 
should be their category and from what date 
the category should be given?’' 


S.O. 1229* — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Bankola Colliery. Post 
Office Ukhra, District Burdwan and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
29th April, 1972. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA. 

Reference No. 43 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Ban- 
kola Colliery, 

and 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

Sri S. N. Bagchi Presiding Officer. 


2. Today is the second dale fixed for recording the 
compromise in ill o dispute under adjudication. The 
memorandum of compromise has been filed, signed for 
the employer by one S. P. Sharnia, duly constituted 
attorney of the Equitable Coal Company Limited. For 
the workman one J. Panel ty. General Secretary, Col- 
liery Mazdoor Congress Unci.), has signed. The cause 
of the workmen was espoused by the union and not 
by the General Secretary. It would have been proper 
and legal if the endorsement would have appeared as 
for the union representing the workmen through J. 
Pandey, General Secretary of the Union. But the 
endorsement that appears points out us if for workmen 
the General Secretary of the Colliery Mazdoor Con- 
gress (Ind) is representing. That cannot be the cor- 
rect legal position. 

3, However, if I am to consider this compromise, I 
cannot do so unless the union appears representing 
the workmen through anv of its officers, Mr. H. R. 
Das Gupta, Personnel Officer, appearing for the man- 
agement submit 'cd that the workmen concerned had 
been enjoying the benefits to which they were entitled 
under the terms of compromise. But the Tribunal 
cannot record the terms and effect an award thereon 
unless both the parties come and ask the tribunal lo 
record the compromise as in the memorandum of 
compromise and to pass an award forming the memo- 
randum of compromise a part of the award. 


Appearances ; 

On behalf of Workmen 

Sri J. Sharan, Personnel Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen 

Sri Benarashi Singh Azad, Genl. Secretary, Khan 
Shramik Congress. 

State: West Bengal iNDusTRy: Coal Mines 


AWARD 


By Order No. 6/46/70-LRII, dated 4th March, 1971, 
the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour, 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Lab- 
our and Employment), referred the following indus- 
trial dispute existing between the employers in rela- 
tion to the management of Bankola Colliefy and their 
workmen, to this Tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 


Whether the management of Bankola Colliery of 
Messrs Burrakur Coal Company Limited, Post 
Office Ukhra, District Burdwan was justified 
in stopping from work Sarvashri Sunit Das, 
Narayan Das, Bharat Roy, Tilok Gope, Jakir 
Hosen, Govind Nandi, Moheswar Jha, Clean- 
ing Mazdoors from 2nd June, 1970 ahd Shri 
Ajit Roy. Cleaning Mazdoor from the 29th 
May, 1970? If not, to what relief these work- 
men are entitled?” 


4. This Tribunal on 10th April, 1972 passed the 
following orders and notified both the parties accord- 
ingly: 

“Since the Memorandum of settlement filed 
requires certain clarification, let the matter 
be fixed again on 28th April, 1972 for record- 
ing settlement or for some other order/orders 
as this Tribunal would deem fit and proper.” 

Unfortunately the union has not turned up in spite of 
notice and Iho management has turned up. As the 
Union does not appear, this tribunal considers that 
there is no dispute over the matter referred to it for 
adjudication. So, I render an award to the effect that 
there is u no dispute” over the matter referred to adju- 
dication by this Tribunal. 

This is my award. 


anu me muuii nave come xo a 
compromise over the matters referred to for adjudi- 
cation and have filed a joint memorandum of terms of 
compromise for recording and passing an award thereof 
and have prayed for including the terms of the memo- 
randum of compromise in the award, I have consi- 
dered the terms of compromise as recorded in the 
memorandum and heard the representatives of the 
parties, The terms are fair, just and equitable and 
are beneficial to .he interest of the workmen who 
were engaged by the contractors when the dispute 
arose but are now to be included in the list of subs- 
titute workers as maintained by the colliery under 
the certified Standing orders and would thereby have 
a chance of getting appointment directly in the coll- 
. Heiice the memorandum of compromise be re- 
corded and an award be rendered thereon making 
such memorandum a part of the award. s 


Dated, 

28th April, 1972, 


(Sd.) S. N. Baqchi, 

Presiding Officer. 
[No. L/l 91 2/1 3/7 1 -LRII. ] 


The reference is accordingly disposed of. 

(Sd) S. N. BAGCHI, 

Presiding Officer. 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 43 of 1971 
Between 

The Employers in relation to the Management of 
Bankola Colliery, 

and 

Their workmen represented by Khan Shramik 
Congress. 

The parties above-named most respectfully 
Sheweth: 

1. That the parties have mutually settled the above 
dispute on the following terms: 

(a) That the workmen named in the Schedule to 
the reference will be placed in Badli list from 
to-day and will be provided with work against 
badli vacancies under standing orders. 

(b) If and when any regular vacancies occur these 
persons will be absorbed in those vacancies 
instead of taking any new hands in those 
vacancies. 

(c) The parties will bear their own costs. 

The petitioners therefore pray that the Hon’ble 
Tribunal would be graciously pleased to 
pass an award in terms of the settlement 
mentioned above and for tnis the parties as 
duty bound will ever pray. 

This memorandum shall form part of the Award. 

Dated 24 th April 1972 

For Workmen For Management 

<Sd.) Illegible, (S<L) Illegible, 

GenL Secy. Union Shramik 
Congress. 

Personnel Adviser, 
Bankola Colliery. 

[No. 6/40/7Q-LRII.] 

New Delhi , the 1 2th May 1972 

S.O. 1230.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Ahmedabad In the Industrial dis- 
pute between. the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Messrs Desmet India Private Limited, Ahmed- 
abad and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 5th May, 1972. 

BEFORE SHRI INDERJIT G. THAKORE, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, GUJARAT 

Reference (ITC) No. 2 of 1971 

between 

Messrs Desmet (India) Private Limited, Ahmedabad. 

AND 

The ONGC Employees Union, Ahmedabad. 

In the matter of whether the Company was justified 
in denying the workmen work by closing down site at 
Navagam and Kalol. 

Appearances ; 

Shri R. S, Burihar, works manager for the company. 
Shri J. S. Parasar for the Union. 

AWARD 

This industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Messrs Desmet India 
Private Ltd., Ahmedabad and their workmen in res- 
pect o i the matters specified in the Schedule has been 


referred to me for adjudication as Industrial Tribunal 
by the Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) by their Order No. S.O. dated 5th 
June, 1971. The dispute relates to a number of matters 
mentioned in the Schedule to the said order. After 
this matter was fixed for hearing on numerous occasions 
I am glad the parties have come to terms and requested 
me to make an award in terms thereof, I, therefore* 
make an award In terms of settlement a copy of which 
is annexed hereto and marked Annexure “A". 

2 . Unde r paragraph 3 of the settlement it is agreed 
between the parties that as far as the workers at 
CTF. Oil Fields Kalol are concerned, the management 
shall make ex-crratia payment to the workers wages 
amounting to such number of days as may be directed 
by this Tribunal in full settlement of the demand in 
this respect. The Company is prepared to pay any 
amount whereas the union wants atleast a payment 
of one month and 22 days, I direct the concern that it 
shall under this clause make an ex-gratia payment of 
twenty two days wages. This disposes of the reference. 

Sd/- INDRAJIT G. THAKORE, 

Presiding Officer* Industrial Tribunal, 

Ahmedabad. 

[No. L-300U/4/71-LR.IV.] 

S.O. 1231. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the 
central Government Industrial Tribunal (No, I), Dban- 
bad, in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the Badjna Colliery of Mesrs Oriental Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Nirsachatti, District 
Dhanbad, and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 0th May* 1972. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS- 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL .(NO. 1), DHANBAD 

In the matter of references under section 10(1) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference Nos. 20 & 00 of 1971 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the management of Badjna 
Colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal Company Limited* 
Post Office Nirsachatti, Dist. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present : 

Shri A. C. Sen, Presiding Officer, 

Appearances : 

For the Employers: Shri S. S. Kae. fdtovaAroop 
For the Workmen: Shri Jagir Singh, Advocate. 

State: Bihar, Industry: Coal. 


AWARD 

The present two references arises out of Order Nos. 
L-2012/ 74/71-LRII dated New Delhi, the 17th July, 
1971 and order No. L/2012/U9/71-LRU dated New 
Delhi, the 17th September 1971 respectively passed by 
the Central Government in relation to the Industrial 
dispute between the parties mentioned above. The 
disputes are in relation to the matters specified in the 
two schedules to the aforesaid orders, which run as 
follows : 

(1) “Whether the action of the management of 
Badjna Colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Nirsachatti, 
District Dhanbad In stopping work and refus- 
ing employment to Shri Nagen Bhandari, Bail- 
ing Mazdoor and Shri Panu Gorain, Coal 
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Cutting Machine Mazcioor with effect from the 
juun uecemoer, 19<u ana the jra January ithi, 
respectively is justified' ±x nut, to wnat leiifci. 
ihe workmen are entitled?” 

(2) “Whether the action of the management oi 
Baajna colliery 01 iviessis oriental ^oai Com- 
pany jjinntea Post umce nursacnatti, 
jjnanbaa in stoppi work ana reiusma em- 
ployment 10 rdiia uurain, bun of 

AsnuLOsn uoram ana Cnnota i\aram uurain, 
son ol 2>nri Joginaa Goraiu with enact lrom 
me rat January, m 7 i, is jusnned? ix not, to 
wnat reliei mese workmen aie enutieu.” 

2 . It Is contended on behalf of the management by 
way of preliminary oojecuon in bom ine rexeiencts 
mat no dispute exists oe tween the empiuyers jui rela- 
tion 10 tne managemenL ox Badjna comery ana their 
woikman over me stoppage ol wont or me four w out- 
men ana reiu&ai to ehipioy the luu r workmen mentioned 
111 tne respective scuta mes lo me oraets making the 
reteiences. mis cornea liqu is oasea un the ronuwnig 
averment in para 01 me employers written suite- 

mem niea in rveterence Bo. 20 01 19 71. “mat me 
workmen concernea initially made a demand uy inem- 
seives on me AssR. napoar commissioner (cemrai;, 
unanoad ana later on, tne union Mine Kaimuehari 
toangn* look up meir cause, inis union has no exist- 
ence in me colliery ana at any ra L e it does not le- 
presenc substantial numoer ox employees 01 the said 
comery. m me colliery, theie are aoout xoOu wuxk- 
m«n. in view of ims position, me present dispute is 
essentially an indiviuuui dispute . similar oujecnon 
flaw Deen raised m the written statement med m Refer- 
ence iso. 90 ol 19 71. 

3. Before I examine the validity of the preliminary 
objection raised oy me management f snouid like to 
pome out mat die presem rereiences are 111 xespect o± 
coiiective disputes and not m respect ox maiviauai 
disputes as contemplated oy section 2 A or tne indus- 
trial uuspuces Act, lr it is round diat me indivi- 

dual disputes 01 the lour workmen menuonea in me 
scneduies to the relevant orders o-*- reference nave not 
been espoused oy a suostantiai numoer 01 employees 
of the Baajna Colliery it must be neid that there are 
really no industrial disputes oetween me employers ana 
tneir workmen, in omer words in taut case, me pre- 
liminary objection raised by tne management must be 
upheld. '-There may be individual disputes oetween the 
iuUr workmen concerned ana the employers but me 
present two reierences nave not been made on that 
footing. 

4. Let me consider if there are any collective disputes 
between Lhe employers on tne one hand and their 
employees on the o mer. The present two dispu tes 
have oeen raised by the union known as the ‘'Mine 
Karmachari bangfT\ It was registered unuer the Trane 
Unions Act on Zi£t February, 1979. lrom its consti- 
tution it appears that the membership of this union is 
not exclusively conlined to the employees of Badjna 
Colliery, ft is a general union and employees of 
different collieries under different managements can 
become its memoers. The recognised union function- 
ing in tne colliery is the “Colliery Ma2door Sangh”, 
wuich was the only effective union of the employees 
of the Badjna Colliery when the concerned workmen 
were stopped from work. No dispute was raised by 
the recognised union on the termination of services of 
the concerned workmen. The present disputes, two in 
numoer, have, as stated before, been raised by the 
Mine Karmachari Sangh, which was not functioning 
in the Badjna Colliery on the date* the concerned work- 
men were stopped from work. 

5. Let me consider whether those two disputes have 
been validly raised by the Mine Karmachari Sangh, 
Witness No. 1 for the workmen has given evidence 
as to the formation and membership of the Mine 
Karmachari Sangh. He has proved the membership 
Register of the union and the various receipts issued 
to the members In token of their membership. He 


admits that he is only an ordinary member of the 
union and UiaL he does not noiu any office, xl is r aider 
buange mat none uj. tne oince ueaior^ oi the union 
nave oeen examined wuen us very existence nas peen 
ucmt‘u oy tne management. 

b, W.W.l once says that he became a member from 
lbm ivim cn, uji, Li-.erecu.ter ne sa mat u.e ttuirii; an 
adniLionai memoei nom iulIi Jduuaiy, lyjl. jtj.u does 

nut xwiiuw vvneu mis umou was icfeiot^reu. ue uoes not 
aiiJvv Lite names oj. tne seven niemoeis whu too^v pdit 
in me ioriuation uj. me union ana wnu applied mi ie- 
fiiSLinLion. n.Luoruj.n^ co mm, nu appncuLjiuii ±s taken 
j-iuixi an dnpiuyee wmo aesne-i to btcume a memoer oj. 
aic UiuOii. lit sajs that me names 01 r-aiiu exuram 
auii cnvia Naiayan Guiain do nut appear in tne 
xtegis-et ui mexuijershj.p; nut in fact iheu xiames appear 
m icnul Hus. o-±o ana a'st'i* lie does nut ivnOW novV 
uisaij ainong tne meinueis menaoueu in the register 
are Ain wo^km** in uie uaajna Aumeiy, yet ue says 
mat me memneiship xegister contains me names 01 on 
Liiu^e wiu> di’t Skill Wmiinit, in tiid coniery. me does 
not kiiuw Wneii me msi election 01 tne union loux. 
place in Lhe nuud uniCo. lie says that lie has seen tne 
j.csoiUlioii appointing oiiri ua^u £>*ngu as tne Orenerai 
ocucmiy, wu*. tne smu lesoiutiuii wiis Hul produced oy 
iuni. me aoes nut iwnovv wnecner tne annum uuuit ox 
me accounts ox txie muon nas neen dune. ii.e also 
canliOL say wneLHej. tile Union nas got aixy udUk account.. 

7. Sri Kajnaruin Misra, according to this wnness, 
is uic ritjiuciiL vx tu-e uniOxA- me u.Oes liUk miuw novV 
oi'l iiUjiittidm Misra tdliia mS nvCXmOun. xit uesCiiueS 
un j iiiix am ivusia as a suclai w Uiii^r. ile aodaLS 
kiiat Liiqrie liu omou oj. mis Uinuu tne Juaujiiu 

dunieiy ado. lutre is no executive cuin.iiittee Oi. Lue 
uniuii in tne sain coiner^. According tu ulm, bni 
uamji i.evvart, and ^iij. o. x\> i^m^n are respectively 
mo ueCitLaiy ana AssiSi-am bcci^cmy Oi kilo orancii of 
me nuiun a t ait -Oaujn.* oomery a na n^ aksei ts that 
tney nave oeen funcuumi^ us such 11 'Oin isk aanuaiy, 
idii, lie a omits luat no general nicenug’ or mast 
liiefcLin^ Was ever ueld >0 cicCl tiie ocuretniy ano 
me -tm distant secretary. Be, now ever, says mat in 
januao, mi i, a mttemig was held oy some persuuk m 
stmt me union 111 mis cOii-imry and die j^ecietary arm. 
me Assistant ^ecietaiy weie appoititea in mat ineeini^, 

8 . f rom what has been stated above it is clear that 
this witness scarcely knows anytumg euner about tne 
101 m a non of me union, or aoout as membersinp or 
aoout ils omce ueuiero. ne nas mane seveiai contra- 
dictory statements some 01 wm.cn nave oeen noted 
uoove. me says at rust that on 10th March, itnl after 
getting ms memueismp receipt ne did not stay over 
more arm leu. me place, men ne says mat me 10U 
peisons who were enrolled on 10th Maion, is 71 oecame 
nicniuers in his presence, ne tries to reconcile tnese 
comraaietoiy statements by saying tnat altnougn he 
aid nut slU> at me place, lie naa oeen near aoout to 
see in wnose lavoui me receipts were being issued, 
one who contracts nimself so ouen cannot oe trusted, 
ue is mereiore not omy ignorant, he is also unirust 
wortny. 

9. He admits that when the names were entered in 
the register ne was not present. He is tnerexore not 
competent lo prove the genuineness 01 the register. Tne 
receipts too were not issued m his presence. Henea 
ne is not competent to say anytning as lo tne genuine- 
ness 01 the receipts marked as hxts. WT, W^, W3 and 
W4 series. 

10. According to the constitution, a member before 
being enrolled must agree to abide by tne rules and 
bye-iaws 01 ine union, ihere is nothing on record to 
snow that the memoers of the union as disclosed by the 
receipts and the meinoership Register, entered into 
any such agreement. The receipts snow mat Rs. 7 
was collected from each one of me members enrolled, 
but no account book has been produced to show wnat 
amount was collected by enrolling members. The union 
appears co have no bank account. It is not known 

where the money realised from the members on account 
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of entrance fee and membership fee has been kept. 
Everything is shoroudcd in mystery. Only the counter- 
foils have been filed- The originals of the counterfoils 
have noL been hied. Even W.W.l has not produced the 
original of his counter-foil. Not a single original 
receipt is forth coming. Receipt Nos. 1001 to 1025 appear 
to have been issued by one Nagen Barhi, who is neither 
the Secretary nor the Asstt. Secretary of the Badjna 
Braneh of the union. It is not known who authorised 
him to issue these receipts. W.W.l says nothing about 
the payment of admission fee and membership fee by 
any workman who became a member. The word ‘paid* 
is not there in any of the counterfoils. In the remarks 
column of the Register there Is nothing to indicate that 
the admission fee and the membership fee have been 
paid by the members. It is not possible to ascertain 
either from the receipts or from the Register that the 
members paid their dues to the union. 


11. The story given by W.W.l ns to how the members 
were recruited seems to be rather unusual. For the 
first time, he says, the union started enrolling members 
from 16th March, 1971 In a play ground and no meet- 
ing was held and no resolution was passed. It is 
strange that as many as hundred workmen got them- 
selves enrolled in course of one day on payment or 
their dues to the union. The witness seems to suggest 
that nearlv 1(30 workmen enrolled themselves on 16th 
March, 1971 in accordance with the resolution passed 
at a meeting held in January, 1971. The alleged reso- 
lution has not been produced. Again, it appears that 
the said meeting of January 1971 was. attended only 
by a handful of persons. From the Register if anneals 
that nearlv 64 members were enrolled on 20th March, 
1971 and more than 100 members were enrolled on 27th 
March, 1971. All the members appear to have been 
enrolled in three or four instalments. This is rather 
unusual. Punu Goraiu and Nagen Bhandarl, the work- 
men concerned in Ref, No, 26 of 1971 appear to have 
been enrolled on 10th March, 1971, even though thev 
were stopped from work, a few months before that 
date. Similarly Panu Gorain and Chotla Naram 
Gornin, the workmen concerned in Reference No. 60 
of 1971 appear to have been enrolled on 17th April, 
1971 even though Ihey were stopned from work on the 
1st of January, 1971, Witness No. 1 was not certainly 
telling the truth when he said that the membership 
register contain the names of all those who were still 
working in the colliery. The constitution of the union 
provides that the Sangh may have ns many branch 
offices ns may he approved bv the Executive Committee 
nf the Sangh. There is nothing on record, to show that 
the branch of the Sangh was started at thp Bamna 
CoTliery wi + h the approval of the Executive Committee 
of the Sangh. 


12. As many ns nine witnesses were examined on 
behalf of the management Thev rme all workmen of 
the colUerv. Thev came forwa r d to deny their member- 
ship of + he Mhe Karmachari Sangh. T have no reason 
to disbelieve them when they 'ay. that they nevet be- 
nme the members of the Mine Karmsehari Sarnh. 
Many of them claim to be the members of the recognis- 
ed union, namely, the Colliery Mazdonr San eh. T am 
not, orenared to accept the suggestion of Sbri ■ acir 
Slnoh anomrlnr' on behalf of the workmen, that the 
witnesses have been won over. Them names. bTJrmT 
aonear in the membership Register of the Mine T<an:msi- 
ehori Sanph. This also shows that the RepW»r has 
„nt >>een prepared in the proper manner Moreover 
On,, Register floes not contain the signature or am 
of the office bearers in the remarks column E the - 
fore, conclude that neither the receipts. Fxts Wl. W , 
wa and W4 series uOr the member ship Register. 

W5, disclose the real state of affairs. 


1 3 Onus lies upon the union to prove that the work- 
men' of the Bfldln* Coil ^ry a^ itB members ^ ^ 
this union is regularly functioning In the said couieTy. 
I am constraint to hold that the union has MUA to 
dlsflhurg# th* onui. 


14. Even if the receipts and the Register of member- 
ship are taken to be genuine, even then there is nothing 
on record to show that the present two disputes have 
been sponsored by the members of the union working 
in the Badjna Colliery or by the union itself. The law 
on this point has thus been laid down by the Supreme 
Court in workmen of Dharampal Prem Chand and 
Dharampai Premchand. (19651 I EX.J. 668: “In every 
case where industrial adjudication has to decide whether 
a reference in regard to the dismissal of an Industrial 
employee is validly made or not, it would always bo 
necessary to enquire whether the union which has 
sponsored the case can fairly claim a representative 
character In such a way that its support to the cause 

would make the dispute an industrial dispute 

(In) some cases the union of workmen working in one 
industry mRy be competent to raise a dispute about 
the wrongful dismissal of an employee engaged in an 
establishment belonging to the same industry where 
workmen in such an establishment have no union of 
their own, and an appreciable number of such work- 
men had Coined such other union before their dis- 
missal/' In the instant cases the Mine Karmachari 
Sangh, a general union appears to have espoused the 
cause of the four workmen stopped from working. The 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. the recognised union, has 
been functioning in the Badjna Colliery for a long time. 
The Colliery Mazdoor Sangh also appears to he a 
general union. So the workmen of the Bad jo a Colliery 
have no exclusive union of their own. The Mine 
Karmachari Sangh is no doubt competent to espouse 
the cause of the’ workmen stopped from work by th© 
management of Radina Colliery, but before doing so 
the union must establish that an appreciable number 
of the workmen of the Badjna Colliery had joined th© 
Mine Karmachari Sangh before the workmen concerned 
had been stopped from work. But all the four work- 
men, involved in the two references were stopped from 
work before an appreciable number of the workmen 
of the Badina Colliery joined the Mine Karmachari 
Sanph. Avaln, a question may pertinently be asked 
whether 249 out of more than 1500 workmen may be 
regarded as nn appreciable number. W.W.l ha? : saia 
lhat 1600 to 1700 workmen work in the Badjna Collterv, 
If that be 249 cannot be regarded as an appreciable 
number. Then again, there is nothing on record to 
show that even the Mine Karmachari Sangh has really 
espoused the cause of the four workmen stopped from 
work No resolution of the union has been produced 
to indicate that the union has taken up the cause ol 
the four workmen or that the union has authorised th© 
General Secretary to raise industrial disputes on behalf 
of the concerned workmen. 


15 In Bombav Union of Journalists and Tbe Hindu. 
Bnmhav, 1061 ( 2 ) ui. 436 the resolution authorising 

the r^neral union to espouse the couse of the dis- 
missed workman was found to be a fabrication. The 
Supreme Court, therefore, came to Ihe conclusion that 
the union was not competent to espouse the caus* of 
the dismissed workmen. Tn the instant, two cases there 
no resolution whatsoever authorising th© union to 
take up the cause of the workmen stopped from work- 
ing. 


16, In Nelli! Cotton Mills and Labour Court, Madura 
965 (I) Ti.L.J. P.95, the dispute of an individual 

Worker was taken up and referred fm- *d Indication 
t th" Instance of a general union nf which some or 
ho follow workman in th" establishment were m embers, 
’ho Madras F1?h Uourt, held in that case that the 
art that a substantial number of workmen from the 
stahlishment in which tbe concerned workman wo* 
rrmloved were also membprp of the union would not 
v itself be sufficient tn concert the individual dispute 
ito an Industrial dispute. It must further be shown 
hserved the Madras High Court, that they participated 
t or a ©ted together and arrived at an under standing nv 
1 resolution or hv other means and ^Uectlvely sup- 
orted on the date of the reference the demand or 
ause of the Individual worker. This principle holds 
r ood in the case of a collactlv* dispute even after th* 
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insertion of Sec. 2A which says that an individual dis- 
pute shaii be deemed to be an industrial dispute, In 
the instant cases I am to consider whether there are 
collective disputes between the employers and their 
workmen. There is nothing on record to show that the 
alleged members of the Mine Karmachari Sangh work- 
ing in the Badina Colliery participated in or acted 
together and arrived at an understanding by a resolu- 
tion or by other means and collectively supported on 
the date of the reference the demand or cause of the 
individual workmen involved in the instant two 
references* 


17* In Murugappa Mudaliar, Rathina Mudaliar & Sons 
and Raju Mudaliar & Others 1965 (I) L.L.J. 489 the 
following test was laid down for ascertaining when 
an individual dispute becomes a collective disDute: 
"From these decisions it is clear that an individual 
dispute can become an ‘industrial dispute* only if the 
grievance of an employee is taken up by his fellow 
workers or a. substantial section of them working und°r 
the same employer ” The fart that his grievance has 
been *aken up by a union, consisting of workmen having 
no interest in his dispute, cannot convert that dispute 
into an 'industrial dispute'. In the instant cases there 
Is nothing on record to show that t^e grievance of the 
four employees stopped from work has been taken 
up by their fellow workers or a substantial section of 
them working under the same employer, Even assum- 
ing that the Mine Karmachari Sangh. has raised the 
disputes on behalf of the aggrieved workmen, it is not 
known how this union espoused the cause of the ag- 
grieved workmen whether by a resolution or by any 
other means. If by a resolution it is not known how 
manv of the fellow workmen participated in the said 
resolution. This union cannot ask for reference unless 
it is requested to do so by such of its members as are 
employed in the Badjna Collierv. As the validity of 
the two references has been challenged by the manage- 
ment, it was the duty of the union to supply materials 
to satisfy the Tribunal that the references have been 
valldlv made in respect of collective disputes. But no 
such materials have been supplied by the union. 

18. The foregoing discussion makes it clear that each 
one of the two references relate to an individual, as 
apposed to a collective dispute. But the references 
purport to be in respective of colleoMve disputes, that 
is to sav, in respect of disputes between the workmen 
of the Badina Collierv and their employers* As the 
existence of auv collective dispute between the 
employers and their workmen has not been established 
in either of the two references* the only award that 
can be given in each of these two r°ferences Is of a 
'no depute’ award, and I award accordingly in each 
one of the two references heard together. 

19. A copy of this award may be forwarded to the 
Central Government under section 15 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

Sd/- A. C. SEN, Presiding Officer. 
[No. F.(i)L/2012/74/7l-IiRII.] 

and 

[No, F. (DL/2012/74/71-LRIL] 


S.O. 1232. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 

Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Cen+ral Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 1), 
Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of East 
Lohapati Collierv of Messrs East Murlidih Coal Com- 
pany (Private) Ltd.. Post Office Ram Nagar Ganh 
District Dhanbad and th*i r workmen, which was re- 
ceived by the Central Government on ihe 5th May, 
1972* 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 1), DHANBAD 

In the matter of a neTerence under section 10(l)(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947* 

Reference No. 65 of 1971 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of East 
Lohapati Collierv of Messers East Murlidih 
Coal Company (Private) Ltd., P. O. Ram Nagar 
Garh, District Dhanbad, 

And 

Their Workmen, 

Present: 

Shrl A. C. Sen, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the Employer : Shri Prasante Burman, Advocate. 

For the Workmen: Shri S. P, Singh, Secretary, Khan 
Mazdoor Congress* 

Dhanbad , dated the 28th April. 1972 
Award 

Thp -nvocont rP f arises out .of Order No. L/2012/ 

1 60/71 -LRIT dated New Delhi, the 13th October, 1071 
is«ju*d bv ih° Central Government in respect of an 
industrial disnute between fhe r^rties mentioned 
above. The subject matter of the dispute has been 
m th" schedule to the said order and the 
said schedule runs as follow?: 

"Whether the action of Ihe management of East 
Lohapati Collier^ of Messrs East Murlidih 
Coal Comnanv (Private Limited. Post Office 
Ram Nagar Garh, District Obanbnd in termina- 
ting the se’wioea of Shri Ram Kiyhun Prasad, 
Can Lamp Mai n ten on ^ Clerk with effort from 
the ?0fh Mamh* 1971. is justified? If not to 
•what relief is the workman entitled?” 

2. The case of the workmen as made out in the written 
statement is as follows: While Shri Ram Kishun Prasad 
the concerned workman was working as Lamp Mainte- 
nance Clerk in the colliery of the aforesaid employer his 
services were terminated" from 20th March, 1971. with- 
out showing any reasons whatsoever and without observ- 
ing the legal formalities required under the standing 
orders of the employer. The workman concerned had 
been working In the colliery of the employer since 1968 
as Lamp Maintenance Clerk; and though he was paid 
Rs. 150/- in the paysheet the employer was showing 
Rs, 180/- as his basic pay plus other facilities. The 
workman concerned expressed his resentments against 
this malpractice before the management and for secur- 
ing justice he became the member of the Khan Mazdoor 
Congress and started recruiting other workmen tp the 
said union. The trade union activities of the workman 
concerned very much, enraged the employer who 11- 
legally terminated his service's with a view to create a 
sense of terror among th* colliery workmen* 

3. The employer submitted his written s f atement on 
1st December. 1971. It hae been stated In paragraph 2 
of the said written statement that there was no mem- 
bership of Khan Mazdoor Congress in the colliery at 
the relevant time. The case of the emplover as made 
out in the said written statement is as follows: Shri 
Pam Kishun Prasad the concerned workman was em- 
wi OV pd in the col Mery as a Can Lamp Attendant f^nm 

Febniarv. 1971 on a temper *rv hn$i* Hi* services 
terminated on and from 20th March. 1971 when 
hii services were no longer required in th rt colliery. 

4. It is ejear that the ^mploveT has challenged the 
7 0 of the nresent, union, namelv" Khan M&*>- 
rinO” rnnizr QC<5 in raising the present. «-H<muta in paragraph 
1 nf +he written statement. From the evidence of W. 
W.l it transpires that at the time of termination of 
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sendees there were 25 other members of the Khan Msz- 
door Congress. M.W, 1 has stated in his cross-examina- 
tion that the nresent, strength in the colliery in ques- 
tion is about 300. There ia nothing on record to^show 
that the Khan Mazdoor Congress is a union exclusivelv 
confined to the workmen of the present colliery. It 
may be assumed that this union claims as its members 
workmen belonging to different concerns. It is doubt- 
ful whether only 25 out of 300 workmen are competent 
to raise an industrial dispute in which the general body 
of workmen may be said to have any interest. More- 
over there ig nothihg on record to show how, manv 
among these 25 are employed In the East Lohapatt 
Colliery. 

5. Again there is nothing on record to show that 

even this 25 workmen of the colliery esnoused the raus° 
of the concerned workman. No resolution has been 
produced before the Tribunal for the purpose of show- 
ing that this members of the Khan Mazdoor Con- 
gress took up +h„ cau* 0 of the concerned workman. It 
has been stated in paragraph 4 of the workmen's written 
S*at°ment that the union rnlsM an industrial dispute 
against the arbitrary and illegal termination of service 
of the concerned vor v man before the Regional Labou” 
Commissioner tW^u^b * letter of the union dated 12lh 
April, 1971. said letter of l?lh April. 1971 appears 

to havo been "’ri'ten bv one P P. Singh, Secretary of 
the Khan Mazdr^- Congress, The opening s^ntencp of 
the letter is as Allows: “ T n ""cordance with the pro- 
visions of Industrial Disputes A°t 7947. wp am raising 
the fol T owing Industrial dispute". This letter does not 
refer to any resolution of the union authorising the 
S^rptarv to r*ig*> an industrial dispute before the Aslt. 
Labour Commissioner and the Regional Labour Com- 
mission 0 ^ The Secretary anneals to have acted -un 
mo tv without anv proper authority from the union, 
therefore, tber* is nothing on record to show that the 
nr«a«jont dispute ha« been raised hv the union on the 
basis of any resolution passed by the union. 

6. In as much as the locus-standi of the union has 

been challenged by the employer the onus lies on the 
union to establish its authority to raise an industrial 
dispute on behalf of the concerned workman. No such 
evidence has been adduced by the union before this 
Tribunal; in other words, the tin ion has failed to dis- 
charge the onus of proving that it was dulv authorised 
bv the workmen of the colliery to raise this dispute. 
That being the position the^ present dispute cannot be 
regarded as a collective dispute; at best It may be 
treated as no individual dispute unde^ section 2 A o* thp 
Industrial Disputes Act, The present dispute has been 
referred to this Tribunal as a collective dispute and has 
got tn be decided on that footing. From what has been 
stated abor* it is clear that the union is not entitled to 
represent the workman concerned, The present dispute 
therefor^ cannot br> entertained by this Tribunal. T^e 
reference is liable to on that ground. My 

conclusion on this point is based on the followin'* 
oases; (1) Workmen of D^arampaT Premrhand And 
Dharamoal Premchand. 1905 (T) L. L. J. 06B; NelM 
Cotton Mills And Labour Court, Madurai, 1905 (ID 
L.L.J, 96; ffl) Murueaona Mudaliar Rathine Mudaliar & 
Sons And Raju Mudaliar, 1965 (I) L.L.J. 489. 

7. Apart from what has been stated above, on merits 
also, in mv opinion, the union has got no case. In para- 
graph 2 of the written statement of the workmen it is 
simply stated that th° workman concerned wa* work- 
ing as Cap Lamo Maintenance Clerk in the colliery nf 
th em mover. Tt has not, been stated that he was 
erpnloved on o permanent basis. In paragraph 11 of +h" 
vmitten statement of the workmen it. has been stated 
thnt the workman concerned had beer working in the 
colllerv of the employer since 1968 as Can Lamp Main- 
tenance Clerk and that he was employed on a perma- 
nent basis. No evidence hag been produced to show 
that he had beep working in the colliery in question 
since 1968 , 


8. Ext. W9 series were filed by the union just to 
show that he was employed in the colliery in 1970. 
M.W, 1 the Manager of the colliery has however stated 
in his examination-in-chief that he does not know who 
has Issued the slips Ext. W9 series. The other slips 
filed by the union has not been exhibited at all 
and it is not denied that they relate to some other 
colliery. There is, therefore, nothing- on record to 
show that he was employed in the colliery prior to 
17th February, 1971. 

9. I have no reason 1*o disbelieve M.W, 1 who says 
in his examination in chief that he was employed on 
a temporary basis. The relevant portion of his de- 
position is as follows; “He (the concerned workman) 
worked in the colliery from 17th February, 1971 to 
19th March, 1971. I appointed this workman in place 
of permanent incumbent Shri Dibakar Mukherjee, 
Can Lamp Maintenance Clerk who went on leave from 
17th February, 1971 for one month. I did not give 
any appointment letter, I made it clear to him that 
this is a purely temporary job and I also told him 
that he would have to vacate when the permanent 
incumbent would come. The permanent incumbent 
Dibakar Mukherjee joined his duty on 20th March, 
1971. H°nce from that date the services of Shri Ram 
Kishun Prasad were terminated". There is no serious 
cross-examination on this point. 

10. The workman concerned in his deposition no 
doubt has said that he was appointed on a permanent 
basis but he has not been able to produce anv evidence 
in support of that statement. He has further stated in 
his examination -in-chief that he was not appointed in 
place of Shri Dibakar Mukherjee; but from Ext. Ml 
it is clear that bo was appointed in the leave vacancy 
of Dibakar Mukherjee, Ext. W4 does not show that 
the concerned workman was employed on a perma- 
nent basis. 

11. It is argued by Shri S. P. Singh that the con- 
cerned workman must be regarded as a permanent 
workman as he was employed in a post appertaining 
to one of the permanent operations of the colliery. I 
cannot accept this contention. Even a temporary 
workman can bo appointed for doing work of a per- 
manent nature. The nature of the work performed by 
the workman cannot indicate whether he is permanent 
or temporary. 

12. Shri Singh argues that no appointment can be 
made as is not provided for in the standing orders. 
Clause 3 of the standing orders classifies workmen 
into: (i) Permanent; (ii) Probationers: (ill) Badlis or 
Substitutes; (Iv) Temporarv and (v) Apprentices. 
The employer has not described the workman concer- 
ned as a badli. Shri Singh argues that th^ concerned 
workman is neither a probationer nor a badli nor a 
temporarv workman nor an Apprentice. He ig also 
not a temporary workman because according to the 
definition in clause 3 of the standing orders a tem- 
porary workman if? one who is engaged for a specified 
temporary work. Shri Singh argues that the concerned 
workman was not engaged for any temporarv work. 
According to Shri Singh as he is neither a probationer 
nor a badli nor temporary nor an apprentice he must 
b " ragarded as a permanent workman. This arument 
also I am unable to accept. The standing orders no 
where savs that a temporary appointment cannot he 
made in respect of a permanent work. If any work- 
man is appointed temporarily in respect of a permanent 
wo eV pnd bo accepts the appointment as a temporary 
workman, bo must b° regarded as a temporary work- 
man. Tn this connection reference may be made to 
t.bn derision of the Supreme Court in Rohtas Indus- 
trie? Ltd And Brijandan Pandev and other 1956 (II) 
I.LJR 444. In that case the company had a number 
of factories at Dalmianngar including a cement factory, 
power-house, pulp mil], paper factory, chemical fac- 
tory for the manufacture of certain acids and an 
asbestos cement factory. The company had a number 
of temporarv employees who were engaged tempo- 
rarily in connection with certain erection works for 
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the extension and enlargement of those factories. The 
terms of employment of these employees were em- 
bodied in a temporary appointment from which was 
signed by the employees as well as the managemment. 
The work for which they were recruited was over some 
time before and after such work they were engaged 
in a permanent work in production department. The 
employer thereafter applied to the Labour Appellate 
Tribunal for permission to dismiss them. The permission 
was refused by the Tribunal but on aopeal was given 
by the Supreme Court for the following reason: 
“Under their terms of employment, temporary em- 
ploees could be moved from one work to the' other 
and the more circumstance that they were employed 
in a production department for some time, even if 
true, did not make them permanent employees; nor 
did the circumstance that they enjoyed some of the 
benefits of permanent employees make them perma~ 
nent”. On the same principles it may be said that the 
concerned workman employed on a temporary basis 
must be regarded as a temporary workman even though 
he was employed for the purpose of performing some 
permanent work in the colliery. 

13. It is therefore clear from what has been stated 
above that the action of the management of East 
Lohapati ColUery in terminating the services of Shri 
Ham Kishun Prasad, Cap Lamn Maintenance Clerk with 
effect from 19th March, 1971 is justified and, therefore, 
he is not entitled to any relief. My award is as 
follows: As the present dispute has not been raised by 
a substantial number of workmen working in the 
colliery it cannot be regarded as a collective dispute 
and it cannot be decided as such, In other words no 
award can be given as there is no dispute. My further 
award is that even on merits the action of the 
management in terminating the services of Shri Ham 
Kishun Prasad is justified and that he is not entitled 
to any relief. 

(Sd.) A. C, Sen, 
Presiding Officer. 

[No. L/2012/160/7l~LRlL n 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 
ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 2 2nd November 1971 

S.O. 1233. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Murull- 
dih 20/21 Pits Colliery of Messrs Bengal Coal Com- 
pany Limited, Post Office Mohuda, District Dhan- 
bad, and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
bv clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Cen- 
tr'd Government hereby refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal (No, 1), Dhanbad, constituted under section 
7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

"Whether the action of the management of Mu- 
rulidih 20/21 Pits Collierv of Messrs Bengal 
Coal Company Limited. Post Office Mohuda, 
District Dhanbad, in dismissing Shri Biiay 
Kumar Purkayastha, Mining Sirdar from 
service with effect from the 31st March. 1971 
is justified? If not, to what relief la the 
workman entitled?” 

[No. L/2012/108/71-LRII.] 


(*TO wlTTlWT fic^TRT) 

Tq 22 1971 

VTo *rro 12 33. — + K tfV 7HT 

£ fir ^runsr fwft % 

A ^ ^rur tut Tfet fefe, 20 / 21 , fen 

uw: fipTT RWTC % SPUR R 

fefeY sfk tfcfrpHF fisrrc 

fePTFT | ; 

fel^ % 

fifT TUTT ^ ^ I 

SPU , *JI, 1 9 4 7 ( 1 9 4 7 

i 4 )spr err n 10 ( 1) ^ (d) err u 

wfe qY ^ J TTtT ^ T gT, SRffa* t;Tf$TS rTFf^TRT 

ott fers ^ hit ^7, rlt 7-qr nfe 

(TOTi 1 ) 

f iff for f £ 

'fer AxA tttu qfe Tfet fofife *rfi 
20/21 fen Ttfifer, ^twchY^t, ferr 

% TO WH fen djhlT JTTffiTPTT, 

fe^TT sFT, 31 fe", 1971 ^T 

qfe qfy -TRftfe | ? nfc 

m qfeur fe snjrtH % | 1 ” 

[Ho uHo- 2012 / 168 / 71- tmo htto-2] 

Neta Delhi , the 28th December 1971 

S.O. 1234, — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
Mohd. and Sons, Gypsum Contractor, Bhadwasi and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7 A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes on 
Industrial Tribunal with Shri Gopal Narain Sharma as 
Presiding Officer with headquarters at Jaipur and 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said 
Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Messrs Mohammed 
and Sons, Gvosum Contractor, Poet Office 
Bhadwasi, District Nagpur is justified in ter- 
minating the services of Mohammed Ayub son 
of Shri Abdul Rahim, ex-Offlcc Incharge-cum- 
Cashier-cum- Assistant Manager at Bhadwasi 
office. If not, to what relief is he entitled?” 

[No. L-25012/2/71-LR-IV.] 

f^V, 2 8 1971 

VTo WTo 1 234--Tfl: WW T7*PR' *>t TW % fa 
39K3 faftftre fwff WT^if t^¥ 
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<fRI, fRRR S^RTC, RTRTft % SRR % W ffpftsppf ftk 

rr% qnkrft % 4k wkrtfkr fRfl'HR | ; 

«k RR : kftR RT^R TR fSpTT^ TT RprfkfaT 
% ferj fa“?fsR qRRr ftsRfR RRFft | ; 

*R : m, tfteftfTO fqRR wfafsPHT, 1947 ( 1947 

*t 14 ) «rro 7-^5fk trm losET^rerm ( 1 ) % 
*a'T (r) sto jrr ?rpRnff r kk g^, k£k tor 
ufl ^ra ^ sftertfRR *rfawr qfk RRft | fkr% ftsT- 
4k k'd'Tlft *ft *ftM IR MKlM'Jl ^IhT gk, fftRR TJ8TRR 
RR4,<, gkT sik gw fkrc k kkPiv RfsrRRT k 
RRfkRR $ fWT fkfk TZft | l 

“w kgrirc ik *tr, £%tr, tirtt; 

mwik, friHT m«rk % kkTH -tt RTRkr Rkkq Sr 
q^r fnrfmr^ k start start ft ft<RT< 

psr jsr *sft «r*fR kk k ftn area =rrt rrtPr 
^ ? qf? qff, ft a? fkr srkk tt g*Rrc 1 1” 

[wn ^0-25012/2/71-13^0^0-4] 

S. O- t*33.— Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion tnat an mdua trial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation to the nunagem.mt of Badjna Colliery of Messrs* 
Oriental Coil Co npiny limited Post Office Nirsachatti, Dis- 
trict DitnOai and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And Wn?r«a5 the Central Government considers it 
desiraolc to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now? Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947)3 the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 1), Dhanbad, constituted 
under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the demand of the following workers of Badjna 
Colliery of Messrs Oriental Coal Company Limited, 
Post Office Nitsachatti, District Dhanbad that they should 
be given regular job and made permanent is justified? 
if so, to what relief these workmen are entitled and from 
what date ? 


S.No. 

Name of the workmen 

Designation 

I- 

Shri Basdeo Ojha . 

U.G. Trammer. 

2- 

Shri Sarat Mahetari 

General Mazodor. 

3’ 

Shri Samapada Rewani . 

- Line Mazdoor. 

4* 

Shn Badal Chakravarty . 

Line Mazdoor. 

5- 

Shn Gurupada Sikdar . 

Line Mazdoor. 

6- 

Shri Raikumar Banhai . 

. Line Mazdoor. 

7* 

Shri Seo Kumar Sahu . 

. Line Mozdoor. 

8. 

Shri Anil Gorai 

- Line Mazdoor. 

9- 

Shri Jagindra Singh 

■ Dumper Driver. 

10 

Shri S :o Narain Mahato 

. Prop Mazdoor. 

11. 

Shri Gulab Chand 

. Prop Mazdoor. 

12. 

Shri Santos Rewani 

. Machine Mazdoor. 

*3- 

Shri Seobalak Mahato . 

- Prop Mazdoor. 

14. 

Shri Ch. Baldeo Dusadh 

■ D /Loader. 

15- 

Shri Bimal Ghosh . 

. Spray Mazdoor. 

16. 

Shri Janak Singh . 

U/G Munshi. 

17. 

Shri Gopal Gorai . 

. General Mazdoor. 

48 

Shri Bhukal Rewani 

General Mazdoor, 


[No. L/2QT2/202/71-LRII.] 


*T?To STfo 123 5 . — ^TrT:, TTC t 

ftfT TT1T91 M R r^ rdfu^c f<V4MT % *f[R R RRR 

f^rr uhrtc R* R fRRt^f sfir 

wM\<\ ^f^rtpRT ftRTC fwiFT £ ; 

*fk Tel: BRTTT TLT f^TTT ?irqfrftFT 

% f^T ftffm ttrt Rradfa RRWf £ ; 

RR:, *dVirfw fTTR 'Rf^TTR', 11)47 (l947 

^14)^t?IRT 10 ^ TT^TTT (l) R (^) 

3KT 5lTtI ^rfepff RqRr W^( 

m?] 7^tf % nfer 

4Rr:rT $mr (1), uwrc 

Ef?r ^ t i 

« *\ 

“m\ krr T'crfr f^fTk, tt 

m t ^t t qfrf^kt, nw?: fw seert? % 

f-iR PnV*3*o +r+th vt qtq fr? PmpRd rtt 
feTT , qk FTETt fw HT%, REnfqcT ft ? qf? %t, 
?ft ^ RlkiK W'JrfTT % qk Pe»t TTttqr q' ^WR 

t? 


%o Ro TT BTR 

qTdTTT 

1 . qratqt sdfTT 

3Jo fto fHR 

2 . lift ifTTcr qi^nft 

RjI^O 

3 . ? ft «qiMKr krft 


4. OT 1 


5 , ^ ^TTTTF 


6 . Tr^BTT^TTqTf 

rt^t 

7 . >ft fftft f^nr 

RRT JRT^: 

8. «ft 

d 1 ^ 

9 . *sft rPbtt 


X 0 . >ft ftftRTTERT ’T^Tcfr 

ftq qR^; 

1 1 . ift ^TR qR 

HTT RR^t; 

1 2 * Rfftr <q ivfr 

rvHh RR^3 

13. >ft WRR JTfRft 

RTT RR 37 

1 4 . y ft ^0 5 ?rra 

fto / His 

1 5 . qk 


1 6- *ft ' J l4 c b 

JJo ko 

1 7 . ift qkra' »ikR 

^ H <vi 7T3T^ 

1 s. *ft krft 



[TO! ttho/ 201 2/2 02/7 1-r^To ?TRo-2] 
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New Delhi, the 31 st December 1971 

S. O- 1236. — the Central Government i s 

of op l 4 0.1 that an in iii 3 trial dispute exists bewteen the cm- 
pi ■>/;'' 3 i.i reUdon to eti; mmigcment of Chandamctta Colliery 
oc MmsG Peach Valley Coal Company Limited, Post Office, 
Picana, District Chhindwara, and their workmen in respect 
of the muters specified in the Schedule here to annexed; 

Aid the Cental Government considers ^ 

durable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Ndw, Tjjrjfoo, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section ( 1 ) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 194.7 (*4 of I 947 )j the Central Government hereby 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Cental Gov c rn- 
rniit Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, constituted under section 
7 A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

41 Wi;th;r the mmagement of Chandametta Colliery 
M;jsrs Pench Valley Coal Company Limited, Fob 1 
Oti:j Puijii, DmrijL CihiiliW-iru hid properly cate- 
gjNs:i tie Lolbvvmg workman as per Wage Board Re- 
c > n n Nidi cions in the categories as shown against them ? 
If not, to whit relief are th>y entitled and from what 
date? 


S.No- Name of worker 

Designation 

Category 

i. Shri Dhurulal 

Elec. Helper 

II 

2. Shri Aziz 

Do. 

II 

3, Shri Aziz Khan 

Do. 

II 

4. Shri Sakhiram 

Fitter Helper 

II 

5. Shri Dayal . 

Elec. Mazdoor 

I 

6. Shri Kuman Singh 

Do. 

I 

7. Shri Jhumaklal 

Do. 

i 

8. Shri Yashwant Singh Do. 

I 

9. Shri Surajpal 

Fitter Maz- 

I 

10 . Shri Bishal Denial . 

Fitter 

IV 

11. Shri Amarlal. 

Do, 

IV 

12. Shri Bhaiyalal 

Fitter Helper 

II 

13. Shri Bechan Singh 

Blcc. Helper 

II 

14. Shri Prcmlal . 

Fitter 

IV 

15. Shri Mohan Singh 

L.R. Charger- 

» 


CKW-Attandent. 

HI” 


[No, L/ 2212 / 29 / 71 -LRII] 


BALWANT SINGH, Under Secy. 
31 1971 

VTo WTO 12 3 6 . — HH: TOR ?ft TPT $ 

RT% HHTO fafafetd fatrof % 3TTt # 

^ M *TtH forts' (\, srrensR 

m<fcw , faHT fe^Ki % srht H h^hs: f-;H>wT Bftr 
q nfa l Ct % #«r rnp HflalRlT f?RR fa?IHTH | ; 

^TH, % 7 sft^T tl 4+K 'Jin Pfa l$ Ht ZRT 

% ftTT ftf ftra: srlmtH | ; 

SRT:, 5^r, sfWtfW faHTC 1947 ( 1947 

,«pr 14) sft am 10 tY hhhrt (1) %■ ^ (it) mi 
snirr siftHnf jrtw *R?f hwk 

farrc Tt tyt snrr 7 — t %■ stoRt nfsH 

*K«t>R yY3lPr+ «rf*4 *t» < u l , 

% M farr | 1 

WHHHf 

JfJTT folft YFTfiRT 

YtfHHft, nTftnrr, f^THT f^^Trr % sr^bt 


^Flff «Pt HH 5RHT *f, Oft HH* 
Huff HTH% *fti *5V firftrfrsff % HH- 

HR HfHH FT ft TOT t ? Tfif H$f, Ht % fan BTJfitt 

% Vtr fan mfta % ?htr $ ? 


Ho ^fofR HT HIH 



1. sft^HHTH 


II 

2. lift tnftR 


II 

3. ^ 3TFT 

HHRH 

II 

4. «ft HtfV TTH 


II 

5. «ft *TTH 


II 

6. ^ ^hh ftnj 

H'ftW 

I 

7. BftqHTHTH 


I 

8. «ft TOH 

irTh 

I 

9. «ft TTH 

f%2R 

I 

10 . 

f9>ET 

IV 

1 1. «ft *HR HTW 


IV 

1 2. ift HHT HTH 


II 

13. «ft f%<T 


II 

1 4. ^ft Sh HTH 

fTHT 

IV 

15. ■ft 

r^Ho HTo HRafrlll 





[Ho IJHo— 2212/29/71— <^Ho *TRo 2] 
HIW fng, BRT 1 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the Dth March 1972 

S.O, 1237* — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the 
employers in relation to the Kandla Stevedores Asso- 
ciation Limited, New Kandla and their workmen in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of 
section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an 
industrial Tribunal of which Shri Indrajit G. Thakore* 
shall be the Presiding Officer, with headquarters at 
Ahmedabad and refers the said dispute for adjudica- 
tion to the said Tribunal. 

Schedule 

( 1 ) Whether the Kandla Stevedores Association 
Limited, Now Kandla is justified in not allowing the 
benefits of the recommendation of the Central Wage 
Board for Port and Dock Workers at Major Ports to 
the following workmen for the period 1st January, 196ft 
to 24th November, 1969? If not, to what relief ore 
these workmen entitled? 

L Shri Hijhumal T. Virwani. 

2. Shri Rameshchandra Arora. 
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3. Shrimati Vijayaimna Damodaran. 

4. Shri Tharwardas K. K. . 

B. Shri Natwarlal L. Bhaglani. 

6* Shri Harish B. Rawal. 

7. Shri Rameah M, Modi. 

8. Shri Valmik S. 

9. Shri Kanyalal D. Vegad. 

10. Shri Ajitsingh B. 

11.. Shri Jagdish A. Thacker. 

(2) Whether the Kandla Stevedores Association 
Limited, New Kandla which is also the Administrative 
Body of the Kandla Dock Labour Board is justified in 
not giving continuity of service rendered by the work- 
men referred to above prior to the 25th November, 
1969 and in not crediting the leave earned by them 
prior to 25th November, 1969 and/or not paying wages 
in lieu of the same? If not, to what relief are these 
workmen entitled? 

[No. L.37011/3/71-P&D.] 
O. P. TALWAR,, Dy. Secy. 

(«m -f\T ftnrm) 

fa?*fr, 9 JTpf, 1972 

<PTo trio 1237. — JRT : 4 H <yn < *l?t TFT | fa Rfa 

-44 fafafa^ fayfa % 

fafa£&, faflfafaf 

irfk y^VRf % fay ^ rffatfay fayR ffaFTFT | ; 

yfa TOT: fafay TR3TR 3*RT fayi* y?T W(iyfa u l«M % 

faq faffarT *TRyr yrafay TFUTfa 

ifFT:, 5R, fafaffaF fayFT yfaffaFT, 1947 ( 1947 yTT 
14 ) ft ottt 7-y> ft< hrt 10 ft stotrt ( 1 ) % 

(y) 3TCT TTTOf Vlfadfa TT 5nfaT yRT ftr, %?fay TKVR 

Hn^aKT wlti'W'i fod *+><.<(1 fay% 

fasrfay yfwrfa fa &fay afro ^T^fa^T^sn?nr 
$ftt far ^rt fay 14' fa fafaffa; yfwry fa 

rerofafaFT % fan^ fafafar yRfa ^ i 

(l) «FTT fafSTT UfafaJ mftfalfllH fafa%¥, nj; 
fal ^T *K TOFT ft? ?iy> 

spifaiTff % fa^ fafay faf ft 

fayfarfa ft fajfamtt fanfafaff ynfaTff fa 

T^fa yyyfa, 1969 % 24 1969 TFF 

ft yyfa $ fat? y fan ^nfaffar to ? yfay$r 

fa fai<PK fan *Fjfay % $yyR $ ? 

1. fa r<»} TOT fto fawifa 

2. ft T^wrrogT yfarr 

3. fayfa fawro STfaU-T 

4. fa *RTORRT fao fa° 

5. ft iRTo WTTfa 

6 . fa IffafT fao TITOT 

7. fa fay T(W® fafa 


8- ft mftft 

9. fa y^TRTRT fao fair 

1 0. ft nfafa%5 fao 

11. fa m£m tto sfjr 

(2) >FTT fasnT *€fafFf WtfatRR fafatr, aj 
y>fwr yrr, sft *hi*^i vfa sft# yn tottoPfr 
f^i *t> i*i An faffa? ynfarRf yft 2 s yy^yr, 

1969 yf)- it^ fan yjt y yyfa t^fT «flr 
25 ^R^T, 1969 ^ ^rf^fcT 
^f^TT f^tnq ^ ?n ^T% 

dt ^ % ? 

[tfo ^0-37011/ 3/71-^0 ffo ] 

sffo 'fro 1 


(Department of KehablUtation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi , the 1st May 1972 

SpO, 1238. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Section (I) of Section 6 of the Administration 
of Evacuee Property Act 1950 (XXXI of 1950), the 
Central Government hereby appoints, Shri Harish 
Chander, Regional Settlement Commissioner (Central), 
New Delhi, as Custodian of Evacuee Property for the 
State of U.F. Bihar, Orissa, Rajasthan and Madhya 
Pradesh and the Union. Territory of Himachal Pradesh 
for the purpose of discharging the duties imposed on 
Custodian by or under the said Act, 

[No. 5/2/AGZ/63.1 

(«^yyfa ffarm) 

( Tjw y«\TOR wttor <m?*re ) 

yffa^ft, i 1970 

HTTo Wto 1238- — fa^PFTT TFTOT TOTOFT <T fafa ' TO T 

1950 (i 950 ^> 31) ft ym 6 ^rorm (i)y^jrew 
KiHwyf tt faffa yrr^T gii y <y>R yfafayr y?fay^T 
wfayr^t (Wk ) faF^ft, ift yst siwft 
jfavr, fa?R, y^faT, <w i wh ?m ytanfayr tffa 
yfarfar ifTfay fffy % fafa fa'WRf TT^rfar trfVRW 
ffafRT rnft | yrfar t yrfaf ft % 

tT? % ftfa ^rfufa^TM % VRFfa -Tf IRT faxsffag 
f«E^ ir ^ I 

[yo 5 / 2 /TT 0 fto tfs°/63] 
New Delhi , the 16th November 1970 

S.O. 1239. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the Administration of 
Evacuee Property, Act 1950, the Central Government 
hereby appoints for the Union Territory of Delhi, Eh. 
R. L. Verma, Asstt. Settlement Officer in the office of 
the Regional Settlement Comn l&sioner, New Delhi as 
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Aostt. Custodian of Evacuee Property for the purpose 
of discharging the duties assigned to such Asstt. Cus- 
todian by or under the said Act with immediate effect. 

[No. 8/14/AGZ/64.] 

fewfr, is 1970 

wjo 1239 — ^n=qfrr stwii+pt wfffPnnT, 
1950^3^1 esrorcr ( 1 ) 

ViflM TPSFR JTTtfW 4|<R«T WI^RT 

f^ft ^ dwrft «ff wito it?to jnrf 

■Ft ? *rrfw sr3n?r % ft# ftr^r^ ?n*rlTr 
FftTWTr ftr^RT FT# | mf^F t FT# # FT TTF # 
3W <rftrftm % am itt f^ptf 
% >t* ft# ftrrtnf# $ 1 

[tfW 8/14 #0 %o/64] 

S.O. 1340. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of Sub-section II of Section 10 of the Dis- 
placed Persons (Compensation & Rehabilitation) Act 
1954, the Central Government hereby appoints for the 
Union Territory of Delhi, Shri R. L. Verma. Asstt. 
Settlement Officer in the office of the Regional Settle- 
ment Commissioner, New Delhi as Managing Officer 
for the Custody management and disposal of compen- 
sation pool properties wih immediate effect. 

[No. 8/04/AGZ/04.] 
JANKI NATH. 

Settlement Commissioner (C) and 
Ex~Offlcio, Under Secy. 

q*To w>o 1 2 4 o-ft reri far wrfor (srfarr 

wfwftTW 1954 # TPTTT Slfat# FT 5## F# 

F<FK # *TTTo T^T° F# 5ft fa 5T#faTF 

Fraftra Ff fto# Jf sgm wfawd f ^ ffpr 
# #r mftrjr ft?# % ft# stjf£t trfay r O 
ft# i rnfa * ^wfirjrT tfttt if *r# «mfr 
q THftf# # tfftrTurr, sra’fsr f*tt f#rmr ft of? i 

[Fo 8/ 64/^o 5fto ^lo/64] 

5|H# FTF, 

F##RT FPJFT (#) 5T*TT 

<TtTF FTFK % #F Tm I 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND 
BROADCASTING 

New Delhi , the 27 th December 1971 

S.O. 1241. — In exercise of the powers conferred 
by _ Section 5(1) of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 
and sub-rule (3) of rule 8 read with sub-rule 2 of 
*ole 9 of the Cinematograph (Censorship) Rules, 1958, 
me Central Government hereby re-appoints the follow- 
ing persons after consultation with the Central Board 
of Film Censors as members of the Advisory Panel 
of the said Board at Bombay with effect from 1st Janu- 
ary. 1972 upto 31st March, 1972; — 

1. Shrl Kamaleshwar. 

2. Smt. Dinabal K, Dubash, 

3. Prof, K, G. Aggarwal 

4. Prof. (Smt.) Vijaya Kajadhyaksha. 

5. Shri S. S. Rege. 

0. Shri D. G. Nadkami. 

7. Prof. Murli Thakur. 


8. Shri G. K. Dutia. 

9. Dr. (Smt.) Charusheela B, Gupta. 

10. Smt. Kamala Tilak. 

11. Smt. Padma K. Desai. 

12. Dr. (Miss) Labuben S. Soneji. 

13. Smt. Nalini S. Sukthankar. 

14. Smt. Maniben Desai. 

15. Smt. T. V. Dehejia, 

10. Smt. Laxmi Wahl. 

17 Shri S. D. Shah. 

18. Shri Ganga Ram Joahi. 

19. Shri Rama Narang. 

20. Shri U. A. Thadani. 

21. Shri R. K. Soni. 

22. Shri S. E. Hassnain. 

23. Smt Kamala Dua, 

24. Shri Talakshi Shah. 

25. Shri Rajnarain Singh, 

20, Smt. R. S. Boga. 

27. Shri M. N. Siddlqi. 

28. Shri A. K. Banerjee. 

29. Smt. Indira DhanraJ Girji. 

30. Shri Rasik J. Shah. 

31. Smt. Mrinalini Chokfli. 

32. Smt. Lallta N. Bapat. 

33. Smt. S. Gulrajani. 

[No. F. 11/3/71-FC,] 
C. B. GIHIDHAR, Dy. Secy. 

flT^TT sftr 5TRTTTJT 

Ff ftF#, 27 ft^WK, 1971 

1241: — F5T f=FF srftfftm, 1952 

# urt 5 (1 ) Fnf# (#it) f#fTTF#, 1958 % 

f#r*r 9 (2 ) % fpt T feer fw 8 % 

(3)inT5T^T STftTFTTf FT## F# g^, %Tf# tfTFTT 

% trn: ^ qrrrr^ 

■### =FY Rf# 5PTF#, 1972 % 31 FT# 1972 flF, 

## % F*# *T?TTfFTT #TT 5H- fq?T f^W 

^irr | i : — 

1. «fr^nr%TTTl 

2. |5fFT 

3. 5TTo ^lO ifto ^ I ?T 

4. sfTo («s|WT ) fWTT TTSIT^Sr 

5. 

6 . 5 ffo fTTCV'jff 

7. 5fTo 5Tf T 

8. «fT5ft° %o 

9. ITo («fMf ) ’JIWfttfT Tfto TJCfT 

10. f^T^T 

11 . «ftwtq^iTT%o ^Tlt 
1 2. YT° (fTTTft ) 

1 3. ittto 

14. FfiTT^ 

is. «fmcfr ^Yo iff 0 ^stitt 

16. Bfr^Rfr ^Tfr ?rt 

17. sftTJTTo FTg 

18. «ff IPIKTO Ttwt 

19. efr Trn JTT^r 
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2 0. *Wff 

21. sftflTTo 
2 2. Cftqtfo 

23 . sffqtft jprit sot 

24. *sft ^rrsft OT? 

2 5. sft TT3RTTHTT faf 

2 6. sftOTff otto afmr 

27. fafFtrt 

28. ?ff IJo %o ^VT3ff 

29. >af r Hd> f ferngRiEf 

30. *ft Tftnr sf o t*|l£ 

31. ■sffatftiT'Jrrfotfr 

Ci 

32. sfmtft *|[Vdl 1^° sttt 

33 . «ftaftiFeT° igsrusrrft 

[tfo q?To 1 1 / 3 / 72 -^° ?ft°] 

Tffo sffo fMXn;, ft TrfVr i 


DEPARTMENT OF COMPANY AFFAIRS 

Cost and Works Accountants 
New Delhi, the 8th May 1972 

S.O* 1242. — In pursuance of clause (lii) of sub-section 
<1) of section 4 of the Cost and Works Accountants 
Act, 1959 (23 of 1959), the Central Government hereby 
specifies the following conditions which a person who, 
at the commencement of the said Act was engaged in 
the practice of cost accountancy in India, shall fulfil 
to be entitled to have his name entered in the Register, 
namely: — 

1. He must have passed the Intermediate Examina- 

tion of a recognised University or an equivalent 
examination. 

2. He must have been mainly In continuous prac- 

tice as a Cost Accountant for a period of five 
years prior to the 28th May, 1959. 

3. He must have had as clients five concerns on an 

average per annum during two years im- 
mediately preceding the date of his application 
and in judging the volume of his practice, each 
of five concerns should have had as fixed assets 
of the aggregate value of not less than rupees 
fifteen lakhs and should have employed not 
less than 100 workers in that concern. 

Explanation. — The word “concern” shall for the pur- 
poses of this notification mean a concern engaged in 
production, processing, manufacturing or mining activi- 
ties. 

[No. 10/27/70-IGC.] 
M. C. VARMA, Under Secy. 

(*rPTR Wft RVT mr«TTw) 

■rf fSRft, 8 iff, 1972 

ffTo *TTo 1242 ■ — FFTS 5Tk TTYF 

irfferfSOTT, 1959 ( 195 9 2 3) OTTT 4 FTOTTT 

(i) if; snnr (iii) % otjttt 0 ! ir, tok, 


&<ff ftrsfafacl W? fafrfW qrtrff I, f3p|, rrrrr 
ttY wfaPwr $ snrrvr tt httt if ?rr*rer % 

3£ MTUW «rr, OTT-TT TPT T^RT if ST^I *lRlif 
srX % ^ ^nr, ott?^ : — 

1. X fxfr FT^rTrsTT^ # ^rrifffx* 

H -Cl'Mi HT TTH^IT qftf TTter ^TtffH OTFjTCf I 

2. 3% 28 Ilf, 1959 % ^ 5 ’tft OTlfH % f^r 

'TFRT % W1 if IJST il 'TTRI'T STRUTT if (Tt^T 

I 

3. tht ^q% otXt q?t rttX % iX 2 

stf % VTtft, nftrX ut^t % ft if wtar 5 

tftx Rq% sqRRTR ^ STTWRi TT faRTT X J(T, 

5 Trq?«nJTf if % if ft«rr OTfturf % if $?r f*T^rr^r?; 

1 5 RTR W? it ^rq- JJ-T q»f OTfcXf Rff ff 

if 1 00 if fr- qjfanr fRRfRR if qr^f ^T-T Rrixf 1 

Ftps?) *7 >31 — W ITRjiJ^RT % snfspff % f?T(T 
lT FRIR-T, 'T'TFT'T, f^f^Trrfir RT ’TT^T fW-^T?TFff if W 

fw vff stHttct stnr 1 

[Tfo tO/27/70-TTTfo ^ffo rffoj 
CHTo rffo TAf, IPT3T< TrfFT I 


New Delhi, the 10 th May 1972 

SO. 1243. — In pursuance of sub-section (3) of sec- 
tion 20 of the Monopolies and Restrictive Trade Prac- 
tices Act, 1909 (54 of 1969), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the cancellation of the registration of 
Gujarat State Fertilisers Co. Ltd. under the said Act 
(Certificate of Registration No. 240/1970 dated the 24th 
October, 1970). 

[No* F.22/2/72-M(II)J 
A. K. GHOSH, Under Secy. 
10 IT $, 1972 

RTT° TTf° 124 3- — H‘wfa s tm. ^ Fi {1 

4R I 9 I < 5T«TT WftrFm, 1969 ( 1969 TH - 5 4) qff URT 26 
Ff FT-«TTO (3) % *FpR0T if, % f ffT if^R: t^35TCT 
qrfeT srftfiwT % iRnf^ ^TOcT sppnff 

f%fiR¥ % <ur RTT qRff | (’Tsfj^T'FT IDTHT-'TS^ 
Tfo 246/1970, ftqTF 24 TTTJR 1970). 

[Tfo q,T» 22/ 2 / 72-^0 (2)] 

r/c %o qX STTr TlfTR’l 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. Si T. Board) 

New Delhi , the llth May 1972 

S.O. 1244, — In pursuane of para (a) of Section HI 
of Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as intro- 
duced by S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1900, the 
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Director-General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies 
the 16th June, 1972 as the date on which the Measured 
Rate System will be introduced In NANDURBAR Tele- 
phone Exchange, Maharashtra Circle. 

[No. 5-12/72-PHB(9).] 

A. S. VOHRA, Asstt. Director General (PHB). 

WWTtfwHFT 

(inr-mrTOi) 

Rf fcsft, 11 1972 

TOPftTOSW 1244- — TTOtft TO%iR WT 627, 
i960 toto to TOroffr tot ftror 

1951 Pm 434 % to* III % far (t) % sptttt 

TOTOTOT + 15 I fn^ei'n tf TO^TTOT TOflRflrT i°n 

16—6—72 IT TOTTfTOT ¥T TOTOft TO^T ^77^ TO fTOTO fTOIT 

t I 

[TOT 5— 1 2/ 72— 'ftotr^oyto ( 9) ] 
t^o WIYI) 

TTfTTOfT ('ftoU,7To<ft 0 ) | 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 
Customs 

New Delhi, the 25 th March, 1972, 

S.O. 1245, — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of section 7, read with sub-section' (3) of 
section 160, of the Customs Act, 1962 (62 of 1962), the 
Central Government hereby makes the followlhg fur- 
ther amendments to the notification of tj^e Govern- 
ment of India in the late Central Board of Revenue 
No. 28-Customs, dated the 2nd April, I960’ namely: — 

In the Schedule annexed to the said notification, 
the words "Portonovo”, "Tondi” and "Kulasekarapat- 
nam" appearing in the third column agaihst S. Nos. 
2, 4 and 6 respectively shall be omitted. 

[No. 46/F. No. 14/2/70-LCTII.] 

fTOT *TTO?TO 

(ttcjf* tfT fwi) 

tjf fa?5fT, 20 *tf, 1972 
vfto 124 5. — ’^fhPiR+t, 1962 ( 1962 
TO 52) *ft, OTTT 160 TOUTO ( 3 ) (TFT Rfor 

tnrr 7 % to* (*f) iittt sttot TiftTOft to n<fHi gtr, 
tor, totot tittot % tftpt *rti q?f 

vrffa 2 i960 qft (f« 28 -tffaT-^qr 

it qd^ait r PlMpM^d tftT tfsfttra TOTcft t, : — 

flfalJTOTT ^ iTTO "MVWl*ftT 

"sW tftr »w, aft wr: 2, 4, 

lA7 5 * FTTO* (PftR TTOTO TOT for | 

[R* 46 /TO o P° 14/2/70-^ ift II] 


S.O. 1246. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of section 7 of the Customs Act, 17)62 (52 
of 1962) and of all other powers hereunto enabling 
the Central Government hereby rescinds the rfotiflca- 
tion of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Revenue) No. ftl-Customs 
dated the 4th September, 1906. 

[No. 47/F.No. 14/2-7<WLC.IIJ 

?fto 1246* — tfhl *TftrftRT*T, 1962 

( 1962 TO 52) OTTT 7$?TO* (•() 3ITr 5TCTT TlfTTOTf 
TOT TFTOR if tm TOt RRvf JRPT TOTffV TOfft tTTO 

wrfTOTff TO JFlfr TORt grr, %7jfrr (R+K, toto rttot % 
fan totttot (trpt fromr) ^ flitter 4 fadH*, 1965 
•ft nfe^TO tfo 141-tftro-spro aft frorf^TO 

TORft $ I 

[$o 47 /TO* Ro 14/2/70-^0 II.] 

S.O. 1247. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of section 7 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 
of 1962), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the port at Tondi in the State of Tamil Nadu to be a 
coastal port for the carrying on of trade in coastal 

f oods or any class of such goods with all ports in 
ndia, 

LNo. 46/F. No. 14/2/70-LC.II.] 
V. R. SONALKAR, Dy. Secy. 

Hflo Wfo 1247. — 1962 
( 1962^ 52) OTTT 7 % (*f) ffHT STSTT ^if^d *ft 

TO TO>T TORt jq, 7TTTOT, (ifWTI TITO *f zVft 

toft *ft, flE-romr rt^t to tott ^ froft to? if tota 
% TT'tfl TOPff % RTO TOTTOT TO^ % fTOJ, HZ- 

TOTTOT TOFT faTOT TOtft R , I 

[Tfo 48/TOe^fo 14/2/70-1^0 Tfto-II] 
•ft® TORo Rt?iT5TTT, 

to Tifror 1 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Customs 

New Delhi, the 20 th May 1972 

S.O. 1248. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 11 of the Customs Act, 1962 
(52 of 1902), and of all other powers hereunto enabling 
the Central Government hereby rescinds the notifica- 
tion of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Revenue) No. 71 /F. No. 
80/34/65-L.CJ. dated the 5th June 1666. 

[No. 60/F. No. 562 / 102 / 71-L.C.I-] 

(tun* tfx tfro firmer) 

20 Rf, 1972 

TO° WT° 1 248- — rftTOVJ^I' WftrffTTOT, 1962 (l962 
TO 5 2) *ft IT »T 1 1 TOTOTT ( l) 3KI RRT1 
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tit?. $*r fafim tot^t wft ?nft tot ^farof 
TT toVt TO?t §q , EWT, WET WTOT % Pm 

ittoto (w fanrn) ^ sTfrofTOT w 7 1 /wt ^ *f° 

fto/34/6 5-t^-o^fto 1, WTte 5 ITT, 1 9 6 5 *Ft T^TTO 
pTOftSTT TOSft | I 

[#o 66 /TTToTfa 552/l 02/71— ^5fo 

S.O. 1249,— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clauses (b) and (c) of Section 7 of the Customs Act, 
1902 (52 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
appoints— 

(1) the places specified in column 2 of the Table 
appended hereto as the land customs stations for the 
clearance of goods— - 

(a) which are import?d into India from Nepal or 
exported from India to Nepal and which are — 

(i) liable to duties of customs; or 

(ii) subject to import restrictions or export 
restrictions, as the case may be; or 

(b) which are exported from India to Nepal and 
which are entitled to rebate of duties of cus- 
toms or duties of excise; and 

(2) the routes specified In column 3 of the said Table 
mentioned against each of the stations in column 2 
thereof as the routes through which alone goods of the 
types specified in clause (1) may pass from or to Nepal, 

Pauls 


S. Land customs Routes 

tin. stations 


n o 1249 . — tftrr spp *rf faror, 19 

( 1962 m 52) tit TOTT 7 % <7*? (s) tit? (t) 

srn stctt srfci-wf tt ffifk tot fr, tititu top tt> 

^ffTTT : — 

( l) 7T?PT TOW % 2 ii fafat^T 

etoTt toft ti\ Pmrft % fa > ETO 
TfUTSpT FTTOTt ti f?T T fTOT TO ft # — 
(qr) faTOT tw ir toto if toto?t fror sriwr 
tf TO TOTO iT iTTOT fTOfa faTO TOTO t 

(i) far tt ^ffTTJp'F toto t ; >t r 

(ii) sfr TOTOfrofa ttttott faros t] to frofa 
tjfa?«fat % TTtffa f ; HT 

(«•) from vnrr ir ^tr tit frorfa faro toto 

$ tfVT 5ff TO STTO Tft fate 

ti fair $TOTT I ; *ft< 

( 2 ) to?t rnroft ti rw 2 if '% sr?^ 
ti toto* Tforrr ttoto 3 if fafafros to«tT q^r 

TTT*ff % TO if faTO TO?ft t tew % fTTO tit(\) 
if fafa f W tott ti to if irr tit ror top?t $ 1 


t. Jogbani 
2. Jayanagar 
3- Raxaul 
4* Gstlgalia 
5. Nit mali 
5. Bairgania 

7. Bikhanathori 

8. Sonbam 

9. Nautanwa 
to. Nepalganj 
ir. Tanakpur 
t2. Pithoragarh 

13, Tikonia 

14, Barhani 

15, Shoratgarh 
t6. Gauriphanta 
17. Jarwa 

t8. Sukhiapokhat! 
19. Bhimnagar 


Road connecting Jogbani, and Bir*t- 
nagaric Nepal. 

Railway line connecting Jayan agar and 
Janakpur in Nepal- 

Road and Railway line connecting 
Raxaul, and Blrgonf In Nepal, 

Road connecting Gatgallaj and Bhadra- 
pur in Nepal, 

Road connecting Nhm.di, Kanhauli 
and Rajbiral in Nepal 

Road connecting Bairgaria, and Gaur 
In N*p«l. 

Road connecfini? Bikhai athorh and 
Thori in Nrpd. 

Road connecting Sonbarsa* and Sarlahi 
in Nepal. 


Road connec i "nr r Nautanwa, Sonauli 
and Bhairawam Nopal. 

Roa l connecting Nepal gan) Road 
(R'tpaidbiaV and Nepalpani in Nepal 
Road connecting Tanakpur, Banba^a, 
and Mohin J er Nagar in Nepal. 
Road connecting P'thomgarh, and 
Jhulaghat in Nepal. 

Road connecting Tikonia 3 and R'lja- 
pur in Nopal. 


Road connecting Barhani, and Cap- 
tainganj (Krishnanagar) in Nepal* 

Road connecting Shoratgarh, and 

Taulihawa in Nopal. 

Road connecting Gauriphanta, and 
Trinagar in Nepal. 

Road connecting Jarwa, and Koilabu 
In Nopal. 

Road connecting Sukhmpokharl, ami 
Phalelungin Nepal. 

Road connecting Bhimnagar, and 

Bh«mtawari in Nepal 1 


%Q 

TTO ^fr*TT- 





1 

2 

3 

1 


ftw Si ti)x frorc- 

TOT > TT^ff (TfV I 

2 

WTOTO 

fqrm ^ totot, tftr 
sfnr^ wft t 

A 


?f titr jftrjTK ti\ 

7fty5t arrsft TO4T iftr STITT 1 
^TET it WTnf^rm titr 

4 

wnftnrr 

Tft tit * ^ *nrft TTfTf 1 

5 

<1 ■ -fL 

Wiw 

irim if froroff, TO^Vfr ^ 
TrsnftTrsr ®pt 'Sftirit i 

S 

tot nfror 

it TOTnfror, vtx " «pi 
^ fnrT BTpsfV tot 1 

7 

fromWrft 

iTTOT if fTOTOf.<V, xftK «flff 
nft TOft (r?nr t 

8 

g’pm^rr 

^TOT if TTtTOTTTT, *flT 
ti\ VrtfiT ^T*ft TOT I 

9 

WVttot 

%<TT?T if JftTOTT, TtWWt xft* 



Vt iftfiT TOft TOT 1 


[No. 67 /F.No. 552/102/71-I .C.L 
K. SANKARARAMAN, Under 8eo r - 



1882 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; MAY 20, 1972/VAISAKHA 30, 1894 


(Part II— Src. 3(i £)] 


1 


2 3 

1 

2 

3 

10 

^mnfcr 

iflTH Jf if'TTCPR (WtftPTT) 

16 

TVfPTTOT 

fprm if jfffWv'iaT sffr fsnm 



sftr ^mnf^r iff affair 



^TUft 1 



OT 1 




11 


^TP5T if ^PTTfT, Sift 

17 


?rqm if httst, iffc iffwrcrfr 



W< s Ft v *tT'5^ ^TT^fV 1 



iff 5ffc% ^T?ff 7TTP I 

12 

fqtfftpr? 

iforo if fWkr^ra, ?fk frenw 






iff =5^ ^ff ?r**P i 

18 


fpTFT if gftprpff^rd, *ffr 'Rrir^p 

13 

P p , r . , 

IcffilHTOT 

ffaw ir ftaftfwT, *flr Trsrnr 



jpf ifr»% gitft *rair i 



vr *mff ¥rs^> i 




14 

*r?*fr 

if sr^fr sflr 

19 

nttmr 

if'TTTTif tff^^,*ffa»p?ftmffift 



(fWIrPR) Vf ITSff 



jfis^ in^ff hsit i 



i 

— 

— 

— - — 

15 


ffw if tffr jfWfpn 
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apt 5ff?if TT^ff 1 
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